2.3 Biological Resources

2.3 Biological Resources

This section of tharaft Environmentallmpact Report (EIR) evaluates impacts to biological
resources of thBrojectsite and vicinity that could result fromattire development of thgroposed
JVR Energy ParlProject (Proposed Project). The analysis focusgsossibleresultantimpacts
to special statugplant and wildlife species, ripariarhabitats and other sensitive natural
communities jurisdictional wetland and watershabitat connectivity and wildlifenovement
corridors, anatonsistencyvith applicable plans

Information contained in this section is based on reviewtazhnical documentation,
including the following:

1 Biological Resource$echnicalReport for thelVR EnergyParkProject(AppendixD)

Comments received in response to the Notice of PreparatiOR)Mcluded concerns regarding

the following: impacts to special status wildlife and plant species and their habitat; migratory birds;
impactsto wetlandsand riparian ecosystemsiildlife corridors/movement areasnd indirect
impacts to biological resources in nearby public lands, open space, adjacent natural habitats,
riparian ecosystems, and any designated reserve lands. The NOP comrmoeatpialstethatthe

EIR provide the following: jurisdictional delineation of creeks and their associated riparian
habitats a complete assessment of the flora and fauna within and adjacent to the Prgjact site
current inventory of biological resourcessaciated with each habitat type on the Project aite

an inventory of rare, threatened, and other sensitive species.orhgitdOP comments also state
that the EIR shouldaddress the Planning Agreement for the North and East County Multiple
Species Gnservation Program (MSCH)hese concerrend topicsare addressed the Biological
Resources Repo(Appendix D)andthis sectionof the EIR A copy of the NOP and comment
letters received in response to the NOP is included in Appéndixhis EIR.

2.3.1 Existing Conditions

This section summarizes the existing biological resources withiartiectsiteandidentifies the
resources that could be affected by the Proposed Prgjeibgical resources include living
organisms and the physical envircemtwherethey occur. Biological resources are categorized in
this section intchabitat types/egetation communitieslora and fauna, special status plant and
wildlife speciesjurisdictional wetlands and wateemdwildlife corridorswithin the Projecsite

This section considers information obtained through a review of pertinent literature and through
field reconnaissance.

The Projecsiteis generally an arid desert environment that supports a limited range of habitats
and biological communities. Thesabitats and communities include mesquite bosque, desert
scruh andfallow agriculture Additionally, these habitats and communities may vary depending
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2.3 Biological Resources

on the ecoregion, soils and substrate, and topography. The general topography of the site is
relatively level togently rolling with steepeterrain withinthe westermportion of the Project site

The entire Project site is within the draft East Coud§CP planning areésee Figure 2:3,
Regional Context)

Literature Review

A literature review was conducted to evaluate the environmental setting loibtbgical study
area and identify potential specgthtus biological resources that may be found oRtbgctsite.
The review included the following:

1 California Departmenaf Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) California Natural Diversity Database
(CNDDB) (CDFW 208a) includingU.S. Geological SurveyUSGS 7.5-minute Jacumba,
Carrizo Mountain; Sweeney Pass; Sombrero PeaKoh?ah Gorge, Live Oak Springs,
and Tierra del Sol quadrgles

1 California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants (CNPS
2019) for the Cucamonga Peak and surroundingmitute USGS quadrangles

1 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) database (USFWS 2018a) including USGS 7.5
minute Jacurma, Carrizo Mountain; Sweeney Pass; Sombrero PedkodRah Gorge,
Live Oak Springs, and Tierra del Sol quadrangles

1 SanBIOS Database ¢8G1S 2019) including USGS 7®inute Jacumba and-Ko-Pah
Gorge quadrangles

1 U.S. Department of Agriculture Natural Resces Conservation Service Web Soil Survey
(USDA 2018) for the potential to support rare vegetation communities, plants, and/or wildlife

1 County of San Diego Guidelines for Determining Significanod Report Format and
Content Requirements: Biological RescesCounty of San Diego 2010)

1 Google Earth (2018)

1 USFWS National Wetlands Inventory (USFWS 2018b)
1 San Diego County Bird Atlas (Un2004)

1 San Diego Mammal Atlas (Tremor 2017)

Field Reconnaissance

Biological field surveys for thBroposedProjectwereconducted by Dudek biologists in 2018 and
2019. Surveys consisted of vegetation mapping, a formal jurisdictional delineation, habitat
assessment and focused surveys for burrowingAtivefie cuniculariaCDFW Species ofSpecial
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2.3 Biological Resources

Concern[SSQ), Quino checkespot butterfly(Euphydryas editha quinprare plantsandearly
andlate spring focused surveys for nesting raptors.

All field surveys were completed according to CouatySan Diego (Countypequirements and
included directed searches and habitat assests for the County list of potential spe@tdtus
faunal and floral species. The entiReojectsite was surveyed by personnel qualified to perform
biological surveysSpeciaistatus biological resources were mapped and analyzed together with
ProposedProjectplans.

2.3.1.1 Regional Overview

The 1,356-acreProjectsiteis located in the unincorporated community of Jacumba in southeast
San Diego Countwithin private landsThe Projecsiteis bordered by Intersta{® 8 to the north
andthe U.S./Mexico borderto the southThe community of Jacumba Hot Springs is located
adjacent to the southwestern portion of the Progitet Currently undeveloped land in the
ProposedProject vicinity includes State Park lands (A+Bmarrego Desert State Parkgderal
Bureau of Land Management lands, and private lafta=sProposed Projedevelopment footprint

is located within the boundary of the 648re Major Use Permit (MUP) area.

2.3.1.2 Habitat Types/Vegetation Communities

Elevenvegetation communities and/or land covers occur withinPitogect site including nine
sensitive communities (County of San Diego 20B0lescription of thevegetation communities
and land covers in the study arsaprovided belowThe acreagesre lided in Table 2.31,
Vegetation Communities and Land Covensd their distribution othe Projecsite are shown on
the biological resources mapigure 2.32, Biological Resources).

Disturbed Habitat (11300)

Disturbed habitat is characterizedgngdominantly nomative species introduced and established
through human action (Oberbauer et al. 20@8)erbauer further describes disturbed habitat as
fareas that have been physically disturbed
recoquizable as a native or naturalized vegetation association, but continues to retain a soll
substrate. Typically vegetation, if present, is nearly exclusively composed gofativa plant
species such as ornamentals or ruderal exotic species that takege\ardisturbance, or shows

signs of past or present animal usage that removes any capability of providing viable natural habitat

for uses ot h@berbaueratral 2008stqatof 55 acked adreas such as dirt roads
and other areas lacig vegetation due to previous disturbance are mapped as disturbed habitat
within the Project site
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2.3 Biological Resources

Fallow Agriculture (No code)

Within the Project siteb08.46 acres amaa p p e fhllowa agricdltureo This acreagencludesthe

previous agriculture fielthat has been fallow for oveightyears and has since revegetated in
varying degrees of cover with narative (ruderal) forbs and grasses. Some portions of these areas
are nearly entirely dominated by Russian thisBalgola tragul while others are mie sparsely
dominated by a variety of nemative mustardsBrassica tournefortjiHirschfeldia incanaand
Sysimbriums pp . ) , r eds t Erodiuns ticotarikng snalldws Malva $pp.), and
puncturevineTribulus terrestri$. Thefallow agricultureareas also support a variety of Auative

grasses (Bromus spp., smooth barlgyordeum murinumssp. glaucun}, and common
Mediterranean grasfSchismus barbatlls however, they do not represent a dominant cover
within these areas. Vegetation sampling daheepresentative locations throughout takow
agriculturedocumented less than 1% cover of brome and smooth barley within these areas. The
common Mediterranean grass occurs in various patches ranging from 0% cover in some areas to
25% cover in smalleareas where it was found with a variety of wrative mustards and other

forbs described above. Common Mediterranean grass is-grtoming grass, typically 20 16
centimetersn height (Jepson Flomaroject2020) and by itself is not characteristic @inmative
grassland, which is characterized by grasses 0.2 to 1 meter high in height (Obetrbb2608).

Further, the County characterizes nmative grassland ints Report Format and Content
Requirements: Biological Resourcé€ounty of San Diego 2M) with grasses typically
comprising at | east 30% of the vegetation wit
(Bromus madritensissp.rubeng, ripgut grassgromus diandrus wild oats Avenaspp.), fescues
(Vulpiaspp.), reestem filareg Erodium cicutariun), mustardsBrassicaspp.), lupinesl{upinus

spp.) and goldfields [(asthenias p p . ) , among others. o -0tur,the s ome
Project sitestill lacks the bromes (as a dominant ordmoninant), wild oats, and fescuestthee
characteristic of nomative grassland.

Additionally, because these areas are not comprised of active agriculture, they do not meet the
definition of nAlbydPbarbaueet al.(2008)0Becdusahe fallown agritulture

field does not fit neatly intthe agriculture, nomative grassland, or disturbed habdategories,

upon considering the species present within these areas (primarily mustards and Russian thistle)
and the lack of overall functioas a grassland community, these areas were classiffatoas
agriculture, which is not specifically defined in Oberbaeteal.(2008) or Holland (1986).

Urban/Developed (12000)

Urban/developed land refers to areas that have been constructed umbarbediso severely that
native vegetation is no longer supported. Developed land includes areas with permanent or semi
permanent structures, pavement or hardscape, landscaped areas, and areas with a large amount of
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2.3 Biological Resources

debris or other materials (Oberbauerakt2008).A total of 26 acres of urban/developed land
currently exists within the Project site.

Sonoran Mixed Woody Scrub (33210)

Sonoran mixed woody scrub is characterized as being predominantly woody shrubs, 1.6 to 9.8 feet
tall, and includes a mixtuma three or more woody species (Oberbauer et al. 2008). Characteristic
species include creosote buslarfea tridentatd, white bursageAmbrosia dumogaand brittle

bush Encelia farinosq In San Diego County, this vegetation community commonly ocmuirs

lower alluvial fans, above the desert floor, and below the coarse mountain substrates (Oberbauer
et al. 2008)A total of 139.34 acres of Sonoran mixed woody scrub occurs within the Project site.

Sonoran Mixed Woody and Succulent Scrub (33220)

Sonoramixed woody and succulent scrub occurs in the Colorado Desert and is dominated by 1.6
to 9.8 feet shrubs and cacti and other stem succulents (Oberbauer et al. 2008). Common
characteristic species include desert agAgaye deser}j brittle bush, and Mojge yucca Yucca
schidigerg. In San Diego County, this vegetation community is dominated by more than 50%
cover of succulent species (Oberbauer et al. 2008ptal of 390.34 acres of Sonoran mixed
woody scrub and succulent scrub occurs within the Prsject

Big Sagebrush Scrub (35210)

Big sagebrush scrub is characterized by mostlywotidy shrubs approximately 1.6 to 6.5 feet

tall. This vegetation community occurs on a variety of soils and terrain, includinglraaied

slopes to findexturedvalley soils. In San Diego County, big sagebrush scrub occurs in alluvial
washes along dry margins of high desert and montane valleys (Oberbauer et al. 2008).
Characteristic species include big sagebruste(isia tridentat® fourwing saltbushAtriplex
canescens black brush Coleogyne ramosissifiaand ashy ryegras&lymus cinereys A total

of 0.26 acreof big sagebrush scrub occurs within the Project site.

Desert Saltbush Scrub (36110)

Desert saltbush scrub is characterized by spaced low, midiahy- to 3.2foat-tall shrubs
typically dominated by allscaleAfriplex polycarpa and alkali goldenbusHgpcoma acradenia

var. eremophila (Oberbaueet al. 2008). This vegetation community commonly occurs on fine
textured, poorly drained soils with high alkalinity in drier areas. Characteristic species include
guailbush(Atriplex lentiformig, fourwing saltbush Atriplex canescens and spiny hop sage
(Grayia spinosa A total of 77.39 acres of desert saltbrush scrub occurs within the Project site.
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Desert Sink Scrub (36120)

Desert sink scrub is characterized by widely spaced low, microphyldos312foat-tall shrubs
(Oberbauer et al. 2008). Dessimk scrub is dominated by succulent chenopods and occurs on
fine-textured, poorly drained soils with high alkalinity or salt content. Characteristic species
include iodine bushAllenrolfea occidentalis fourwing saltbushAtriplex canescensand salt
heliotrope Heliotropium curassavicu)nA total of 12.43 acres of desert sink scrub occurs within
the Project site.

Disturbed Freshwater Marsh (52400)

Freshwater marsh is a wetland habitat that develops at permanently flooded sites by freshwater
lacking asignificant current (Oberbauer et al. 2008). Because it often is permanently flooded by
fresh water, there is an accumulation of deep, peaty soils. It typically is dominated by species such
as cattailsTyphaspp.), sedgedarexspp.), yellow nutsedge€fperus esculentysand bulrushes
(Scirpusspp.)The freshwater marsh was classified as
on the presence of tamarisk and other-native species comprising approximately 50% of the
relative cover of shrubs and herl#stotal of 0.08 acres of disturbed freshwatemarsh occurs

within the Project site.

Tamarisk Scrub (63810)

Tamarisk scrub is a weedy monoculture of any of the several Tamarix species (Oberbauer et al.
2008). This vegetation community occurs on sandy or gravelly braided washes or intermittent
streamsand occurs in areas following major disturbacéotal of 2.11 acres of tamarisk scrub
occurs within the Project site.

Mesquite Bosque (61820)

Mesquite Bosque is characterized by an open to fairly dense, didegdtious streamside thorn

forest withopen annual and perennial grass understory (Oberbauer et al. 2008). This vegetation
community is dominated by mesquiter¢sopis glandulogaand additional characteristic species
includealkali goldenbushwhite bursagequailbush, andourwing saltbushSalt grass Distichlis

spicatg and mustardsSisymbriumspp.) are present in some of the understory, but much is
bareground. lodine bushAljenrolfea occidentalis occurs sporadically within some of the
mesquite, but is not present at a high percent atesalover to be considered-dominant.
Mesquite Bosque occurs on higher alluvial terraces and near washes, streambanks, alkali sinks, or
outwash plains with substantial groundwatetotal of 133.61 acres ahesquite bosqueccurs

within the Project site.
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Unvegetated Streambed

Several ephemeral drainages area mapped as unvegetated streambed. These do not conform to
classifications in Oberbauer et al. 20@8total of 10.56 acres of nevegetated floodplain or
channel occurs within the Project site.

2.3.1.3 Flora

A total of 255 vasculamplant species, consisting ©87 native species83%), and38 non-native
species 17%), were recorded within th€roject siteduring initial surveys (AppendiB of
Appendix D, List of Plant Species Observedhe majoriy of the plants observed within the
disturbed habitat areas are nattive, disturbance related species, such as Russian thistle, shortpod
mustard, Asian mustard, rocketsald&tuca vesicariassp.sativg, mustards €.g., Sisymbrium

spp, Brassica tournefdii, Descurainiaspp.,Hirschfeldia incang, burclover, bromesBromus
spp. )., a n derodianspp . €@mmobniy lodsexved plants in the native scrub vegetation
types include creosote, California buckwheat, California joint fir, common Mediterramnass,
desert woollystar, common deerweed, and ch@idigdropuntiaspp.). Western honey mesquite

is the dominant species in the mesquite bosque vegetation type.

23.1.4 Fauna

The Project sitesupports habitat for common upland and ripaneash species.Desert and
Sonoran scrubs, as well as mesquite bosque and fallow agricuitiire the Project sitgrovide
foraging and nesting habitat for migratory and resident birds, and serve as habitat for other wildlife
species, including reptiles, invelrates, and mammals.

There werel53 wildlife species observed in theroject siteduring the 201&nd 2019%surveys.

Species observed were recorded during focused surveys, habitat assessments, vegetation mapping,
and speciaktatus plant surveys. A cumtilee list of wildlife species observed during these
surveys is provided in Append& of the Biological Technical Resources RepépendixD to

this EIR), List of Wildlife Species Observed. Species richneiskin the Project sitds moderate

due to theproperty size, amount of undeveloped land, and the number of native upland habitats.
Species richness is generally increased with the presence of more habitat types and ecotones. The
Project sitds dominated by three habitat types: scrub communities éeengpproximately 46%,

riparian communities comprise 9%allow agriculture comprises approximated7.5%, and
disturbed and developed areas casgapproximately 6%of the Project site The number of

species and the wildlife population levels recorded (i.e., number of individuals) are typical for
undeveloped areas in this region, particularly those areas that support multiple upland habitat
types. TheProject sitesupports speciatatis wildlife specis.
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Reptiles and Amphibians

Seven species of reptile were observed within Bneject siteduring the various surveys
conducted. Some of the species observed include gophershtalaplis catenifer desert spiny
lizard (Sceloporus magistg and coachwhipGolubersp.).

One speciastatus reptile, San Diegan tiger whipt@ipidoscelis tigris stejnegériwas observed
during surveys conducted in 2019.

Birds

A total of 90 species of birds were observed within Breject siteduring the sweys conducted in

2018and 2019 Some of the species observed include Paglifipe flycatcherEmpidonax difficilig,

California quail Callipepla californicg, California scruay (Aphelocoma californica, Say 6s ph o
(Sayornis sayg Californiatowhee Melozone crissalls house finchiflaemorhous mexicanysed

tailed hawk Buteo jamaicensjsand northern mockingbird/Aimus polyglottos

Sixteen specialstatus or County Group list birds were observ€® o p e r 0 fccipiter wk  (
cooperi), sharpshinned hawkAccipiter striatu$, tricolored blackbird Agelaius tricolo), golden

eagle Aquila chrysaetgs burrowing owl @Athene cunicularip Cost ads h uayptengbi r d
costa@, turkey vulture Cathartes aurg V a u x 6 s Chaetura fvauyi rforthernharrier Circus

cyaneuy, California horned lark Eremophila alpestris act)a merlin (Falco columbariug

loggerhead shrike Léanius ludovicianus blacktailed gnatcatcher Pplioptila melanura,

Lawr ence 0sSpigus lladrencgn B rhe we r 60 s Spizella brewejw and yellow-

headed blackbir@<anthocephalus xanthocephalus

Mammals

A total of 15 species of mammals were detected withinRhgject siteby direct observation or
sign. Mammals observed within tioject sitenclude coyote Canislatrans), desert cottontail
(Sylvilagus audubon)ij California ground squirrelSpermophilus (Otospermophilus) beecheyi
Mule deer Qdocoileus hemionlisand coyote are the only larger mammals known to use the site.

Two specialstatus or CountGroup list mammal was observed: San Diego btadkd jackrabbit
(Lepus californicus bennettiand San Diego desert woodrblieptoma lepida intermediaDudek
recorded a potential American badgeaXidea taxusden on site as well.

Invertebrates

A total of 41 species of invertebrate39 of which were butterflies, were identified within the
Project siteby direct observation. Commonly observed species withirPtiogect siteinclude
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western pygmblue Brephidium exilg funereal duskywingrynnis funealis), and desert pearly
marble Euchloe hyantis lotfa

One speciaktatus butterfly was observed: Quino checkerspot butterfly.
2.3.1.5 Special-Status Plant Species

Endangered, rare, or threatened plant species, as defitted@aliforniaEnvironmental Quality

Act  CEQA)Gui del ines Section 15380(b) (14 CCR 150
status pl ant specieso in this report and I n
recognized in the context dCalifornia Endangeredspecies Act CESA and the federal
Endangered Species AdKSA) (CDFW 20Bb), (2) plant species with @alifornia Rare Plant

Rank CRPR 1 through 4 (CNPS 2@®]) , and (3) pl ant species con
County of San Diego (Table 2 in County@din Diego 2010).

In considering rarity, the CNPS inventory of rare and endangered vascular plants of California was
the primary reference (CNPS Z)1 Use of the CNPS inventory is helpful because it clearly
defines levels of endangerment and rarity fbofthe species addressed in the CNPS inventory.
The CNPS inventory divides its subject taxa into four ranks: CRPR 1 (which is further divided
into 1A and 1B), CRPR 2 (which is further divided into 2A and 2B), CRPR 3, and CRPR 4. Plants
with a CRPR of 1Aare presumed extirpated or extinct because they have not been seen or collected
in the wild in California for many years. Plants with a CRPR of 1B are rare throughout their range,
with the majority of them endemic to California. Most of the plants thatranked 1B have
declined significantly over the last centuBlants with a CRPR of 2A are presumed extirpated
because they have not been observed or documented in California for many years. Except for being
common beyond the boundaries of Californiangavith a CRPR of 2B would have been ranked

1B. Plants with a CRPR of 3 have not had sufficient information collected to assign them to one
of the other ranks or to reject them. Nearly all of the plants constituting CRPR 3 are taxonomically
problematic. Al of the plants constituting CRPR 1A, 1B, 2A, 2B, and 3 meet the definitions of
CESA of the California Fish and Game Code and are eligible for state listing. Plants with a CRPR
of 4 are of limited distribution or infrequent throughout a broader arealifol@&, and their

status should be monitored regularly. Should the degree of endangerment or rarity of a CRPR 4
plant change, they are transferred to a more appropriate rank.

CRPR 4 may be considered significant locally, and it is strongly recommerad€2RRR 4 plants

be evaluated for impact significance during preparation of environmental documents relating to
CEQA based on CEQA Guidelines Section 15125(c) and/or 15380. This may be particularly
appropriate for the following:

1 The type locality of a CRPR plant

T Popul ations at the periphery of a speciesbo
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1 Areas where the taxon is especially uncommon
1 Areas where the taxon has sustained heavy losses

1 Populations exhibiting unusual morphology or occurring on unusual substrates

In addition to CRPR1M4 speies, plant species listed on County Lists A through D (County of San
Diego 2010) also were included in the consideration of sensitive plant species for this analysis.

Focused specidtatus plant surveywere conductedn 2019 within the rare plant surwe area

(Figure 2.33, Survey Areasto determine the presence or absence of spgtaials plant species

that are considered endangered, rare, or threatened under CEQA Guidelines Section 15380 (14
CCR 15000 et seq.) and by the County. Spestetius plantspecies directly observed during
focused surveys or known to occur in the surrounding region are described in Adp¢odikhe
Biological Resources Technical Repoftppendix D to the EIR) SpecialStatus Plant Species
DetectedWithin the Project AreaPlants that are not expected to occur are included in Appendix
D2 of AppendixD, SpecialStatus Plant Species Not Expected to Od¥ithin the Project Area
AppendiceD1 andD2 include all County Lists AD species (County of San Diego 2010), as well

as species recorded in the Jacumba quadrangle and the surrounding six quadrangles (CDFW
2019a; CNPS 209; SDNHM 2018; USFWS 20H}. The potentiato-occur determination is

based on elevation, habitat, and soils present withinPtlogect site and Dudek biolgi st s 0
knowledge of biological resources in the area and regional distribution of each species.

Five sensitive plant speciegere observeduring focused rare plant survegsnductedn 2019
pygmy lotus Acmispon haydonii Count y L ibsarbernyBerberidhiggingidg €doéado
Desert larkspur@elphinium parishiissp.subglobosumCounty List D), sticky geraeaGgraea
viscidgh County List B) anHarpdgaé¢llapalmei€ourdyrListpp | i ngh ook

County List A and B Species

Plants categorized as County List A species are plants that are rare, threatened, or endangered in
California and elsewhere. Plants categorized as County List B are rare, threatened, or endangered
in California, but more common elsewhere (County of San D&fj®). County List A and B
species that have high or moderate potential to occur are described in more detail in Appendix

of the Biological Resources Technical RepéppendixD to this EIR).

Pygmy Lotus (Acmispon haydonii; List A)

Pygmy lotus is a CRPR List 1B.3 (CNPS 2019) and County List A species (County of San Diego
2010). This perennial herb in the pea or bean family (Fabaceae) blooms between January and June.
It occurs in creosote bush scrub and pinyoriper woodland habitatat elevations of 1,705 to

3,935 feetabove mean sea levadns). It has been recorded in San Diego County and Baja
California, Mexico (CNPS 2019).
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This speciesvas observed ithe Project site
Sticky Geraea (Geraea viscida, List B)

Sticky geraea is aRPR 2B.2 (CNPS 2019) and a County List B species (County of San Diego
2010). A member of the sunflower (Asteraceae) family, this species bloomthMaghJune in
chaparral. Sticky geraea is a perennial herb that occurs at elevations of 1,475 to 5&mSIfde

has been recorded in San Diego County and Baja California, Mexico (CNPS 2019).

This speciesvas observewithin theProject site

County List C and D Species

Plants categorized as County List C species are plants that may be rare but moegiorfasm
needed to determine their true rarity status. Plants categorized as County List D are of limited
distribution and are uncommon, but are not presently rare or endangered (County of San Diego
2010). County List C and County List D species that Hagh potentiato occurin the Project

siteare described below and included in Apperfdixof AppendixD.

Colorado Desert Larkspur (Delphinium parishii ssp. subglobosum; List D)

ColoradoDesertlarkspur is a CRPR List 4.3 (CNPS 2019) and a County List D species (County
of San Diego 2010). This perennial herb in the buttercup (Ranunculaceae) family blooms between
March and June. It occurs in creosote bush scrub, chaparral, and-pinymer woodand habitat

at elevations of 1,965 to 5,905 feet amsl. It has been recorded in San Diego County and Baja
California, Mexico (CNPS 2019).

This speciesvas observed ithe Project site
Palmer’s Grapplinghook (Harpagonella palmeri; List D)

Pal mer 0 ghoakiisadRPR4.2 (CNPS 2019) and a County List D species (County of San
Diego 2010). A member of the borage (Boraginaceae) family, this species blooms between March
and May in chaparral, coastal scrub, and valley and foothill grasslands. This anhwaldugs at
elevations of 65 to 3,135 feet amsl. It has been recorded in San Diego County and Baja California,
Mexico (CNPS 2019).

This speciesvas observed ithe Project site
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Other Special-Status Plant Species

Plants that are not included on a Coungy, Ibut have CRPRs amwdere observed or have the
potential to occuwithin the Project sitare described below.

Higgins’ Barberry (Berberis higginsiae)

Hi ggindbs barberry is a CRPR 3.2 (CNPS 2019).
this speies blooms between March and April. It occurs in chaparral and Sonoran desert scrub in
rocky soils. This perennial shrub occurs at elevations of 2,620 to 3,495 feet amsl. It has been
recorded in San Diego County (CNPS 2019).

This species was observed e Project site
Abram’s Spurge (Euphorbia abramsiana)

Abrambébs spurge is a CRPR 2B.2 (CNPS 2019). A
this species blooms between August and November. It occurs in Mojavean desert scrub and
Sonoran desert scrubsandy soils. This annual herb occurs at elevatiorisxato 4,300 feet amsl.

It has been recorded in San Diego County and in Baja California, Mexico (CNPS 2019).

This species has moderate potential to occur ifPtbgect site
2.3.1.6 Special-Status Animal Species

The County of San Diego divides sensitive wildlife species into County Group 1 and County Group

2 based on the speciesd rarity and known t hr e
species include those that have a high levekokitivity, are listed as threatened or endangered,

or have a natural history requirement that increases their sensitivity. County Group 2 species
include those that are becoming less common, although not so rare that extinction is imminent
without immedate action. CDFW assigns SSC status to species whose population levels are
declining, have limited ranges, and/or are vulnerable to extinction due to continuing threats
(CDFW 203c). In addition, fully protected (FP) species are protected by CDFW, andh\Matc

(WL) species are candidates for higher sensitive status. USFWS provides the Birds of
Conservation Concern (BCC) status to migratory andmignatory bird species that adhere to

the 1988 amendment to the Fish and Wildlife Conservation Actthatmangda USFWS t o fii d
species, subspecies, and populations of all migratory nongame birds that, without additional
conservation actions, are likely to become candidates for listing under the Endangered Species Act
(ESA) of 19730 ( USFWandariE8@speciesCas wall asyCouGty Graup 2
species that have been observed irPtlogect siteor those that have a high potential to occur, are
discussed in this section and included in Appedbof Biological Resources Technical Report
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(Appendix D to the EIR) SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Detected or Potentially Occurring
Additional species that have moderate potential to occur are also described in more detail in
Appendix E1 of AppendixD. Species that haew potential or are not expectea occurare
described in Appendik2 of AppendixD, SpecialStatus Wildlife Specieg/ith Low Potential or

Not Expectedo Occir, and not discussed further in thétion of the EIR or the Appendixto

the EIR

The following speciaistatusanimal species were observed within thBroject site San Diegan

tiger whiptail (County Group 2, SSGJ},0 0 p e r 6Gounty@reuk 1 WL), sharpshinned hawk
(County Group 1)tricolored blackbird(Group 1, SCE [state candidate for listing endangered],
BCC, SSC)golden eagléGroup 1, BCC, FP, WLhurrowing owl(County Group 1BCC, FP,
WL),Cost ads hummitunkgybvultarel (CquidyG3zoup, BCC, SS¢ , Vauxds sw
(SSC),northern harrierQounty Group 1 SSQ, California horned lark (County Group /L),
merlin (County Group 2, WL)loggerhead shrike (County Group BCC, SS(Q, blacktailed
gnatcatcher WL), Brewes sparrow BCC), Lawr e n c e 6 s BC)p yelibWw-headed (
blackbird (SSC)San Diego blackailed jackrabbit County Group 2SSQ, San Diegodesert
woodrat (County Group 2, SSQnhule deer (sign only) (County Group, American badger
(potential burrow) Taxidea taxusGroup 2, SSC), and Quino checkerspot butterfly (County Group
1; FE[federally endangered{fFigure 2.32).

The following are speciatatusanimalspecies and County of San Diego Group List species with
high potential to occur in theroject site California glossy snakeé\(izona elegans occidentalis;
SSC), San Diego banded geckimleonyx variegatus abbgtCounty Group 1, SSC), red diamond
rattlesnakerotalus ruber County Group 2, SSC), rosy bdadhanura trivirgatg County Group
2), Bl ai nvi | Prydosoma blainkilk CountyiGmapr2, 5SE), Southern California
rufouscrowned sparrow Aimophila ruficeps canescengCounty Group 1, WL), pallid bat
(Antrozous pallidusCounty Group 2, SSC), northwestern San Diego pocket mQinse{odipus
fallax; County Group 2, SSC), pallid San Diego pocket mo@eaétodipus fallax pallidys
County Group 2, SC),western smaifooted myotis fyotis ciliolabrum County Group 2)Yuma
myotis (Myotis yumanensjsCounty Group 2), and Jacumba pocket mouBerdgnathus
longimembris internationalisCounty Group 2, SSC).

County Group 1 Species and/or SSC Species

County Group 1 and/or SSC species that have been observedRrojet siteor have a high
potential to occuare described below. Species that were detected or have a high or moderate
potential to occur are included in Appendit of the Biological Resarces Technical Report
(AppendixD to the EIR) Additional species that have a low potential to occur or are not expected
to occur are described in detail in AppenB&of AppendixD.
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Reptiles

California Glossy Snake (Arizona elegans occidentalis; SSC)

California glossy snake is an SSC species. This species is found throughout Southern California in
desert regions (Zeiner et al. 198890). California glossy snake occurs in chaparral, sagebrush,
valleyi foothill hardwood, pinyoihjuniper, and annual graasan elevation below 6,000 feet amsl. This
species is primarily nocturnal and spends periods of inactivity during the day and during winter in
mammal burrows and rock outcrops. California glossy snakes are most common in arid regions.

This species has Higpotential to occur in theroject site
San Diegan Tiger Whiptail (Aspidoscelis tigris stejnegeri; SSC/County Group 2)

San Diegan tiger whiptail is an SSC and County Group 2 species. It is found in coastal Southern
California, mostly west of the PeninaulRanges and south of the Transverse Ranges, north into
Ventura County, and south into Baja California, Mexico (Lowe €t30; Stebbins 2003).

Tiger whiptail @A. tigris) is found in a variety of habitats, primarily in areas where plants are sparse
andthere are open areas for running. According to Stebbins (2003), the species ranges from deserts
to montane pine forests, where it prefers warmer and drier areas. The species is also found in
woodland and streamside growth, and it avoids dense grasslatidcknshrub growth.

This species was observed in Pr@ject sitan 2019.
San Diego Banded Gecko (Coleonyx variegatus abbotti; SSC/County Group 1)

San Diego banded gecko is an SSC and County Group 1 species. San Diego banded gecko is only
recorded in Rierside, San Diego, and San Bernardino Counties in California (CDFV&)2 S

Diego banded gecko is active at night and hides in burrows during daylight (Nafis 2016). The
typical breeding season for San Diego banded gecko occurs during April and Maypeandtion

is generally November through February (Nafis 2016). General habitat for this species includes
coastal scrub and chaparral, and this species is typically found in granite or rocky outcrops.

This species has high potential to occur inRhged site
Red Diamond Rattlesnake (Crotalus ruber; SSC/County Group 2)

Red diamond rattlesnake is an SSC and County Group 2 species. It is found in a variety of habitats
from the coast to the deserts, from San Bernardino County into Baja California, Mesicw (

5,000 feet amsl). It commonly occurs in rocky areas within coastal sage scrub, chaparral, juniper
woodlands, and desert habitats, but can also be found in areas devoid of rocks (Lemm 2006).
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This species has high potential to occur inRhgect site
Blainville’s Horned Lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillii; SSC/County Group 2)

Bl ainvilleéds horned |izard (previously coast

It is found from the Sierra Nevada foothills and central California to coastalesou@alifornia.

It is often associated with coastal sage scrub, especially areas of level to gently sloping ground
with well-drained loose or sandy soll, but it can also be found in annual grasslands, chaparral, oak
woodland, riparian woodland, and condas forest between 30 and 7,030 feet amsl| (Jennings and

Hayes 1994). This reptile typically avoids dense vegetation, preferring 20% to 40% bare ground

in its habitat. Bl ainvilleds horned |lizard ceé
densites of near 20 adults per acre. Adults are active from late March through late August, and
young are active from August through November or December.

This species has high potential to occur inRhgect site
Birds
Cooper’s Hawk (Accipiter cooperii; WL/County Group 1)

Cooper6s hawk is a WL and County Group 1 spec
areas. This species inhabits live oak, riparian, deciduous, or other forest habitats near water.
Nesting and foraging usually occur near open n@ateiparian vegetation. Nests are built in dense

stands with moderate crown depths, usually in segoadth conifer or deciduous riparian areas.
Cooper6s hawk uses patchy woodlands and edges
such as smabirds, small mammals, reptiles, and amphibians within broken woodland and habitat
edges (Zeiner et al. 1990a).

A Cooper 6s hawk waithin thebPsogasiteaaringfthe earl\g sprmg nesting
raptor surveys in February 201Bhere is moderatp ot ent i all for Cooperds
denser mesquite bosque habitat in the northern portion efrtject site

Sharp-Shinned Hawk (Accipiter striatus; WL/County Group 1)

Sharpshinned hawk is a WL and County Group 1 species. This speciesnsmon migrant and

winter resident throughout California, although an uncommon permanent resident and breeder in
mid-elevation habitats (Zeiner et al. 198890). Shargshinned hawk breeds in ponderosa pine,
black oak, riparian deciduous, mixed coniferl deffrey pine habitats on north facing slopes with
perches. This species prefers riparian habitats, and roost in intermediatedariogly forest often

to forage in opening at edges of woodlands. Nests are found in densagedesingldayered

fored canopy. The sharphinned hawk is the least common breedAuaripiter species in
California (Zeiner et al. 19883990).
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Sharpshinned hawk was observed flying over rejectsite during the April 4 and April 5, 2018
burrowing owl habitat assessment\ays. The sharpshinned hawldoes not nest in San Diego
county (Unitt 2004put may use therojectsite for foraging

Tricolored Blackbird (Agelaius tricolor; SSC/Group 1)

The tricolor blackbird is a SSC, and County Grdwgpecies. It occurs throughoue@ral Valley

and in coastal districts from Sonoma County south (Zeiner et al. 1990a). This species breeds near
freshwater, and in emergent wetland with tall, dedsendo sp. and riparian thickets. Tricolor
blackbird feeds in grasslancropland and alké scrubhabitatsvhere aquatic insects are hatching
(Beedy et al. 2018; Shuford and Gardali 2008)is species breeds in northeastern California and
winters more widespread along the central coast and San Francisco Bagare# @nd Dunn

1981, Grinnell and Miller 1944McCaskie et al. 1979).

Tricolored blackbird was observaa 2019during focused Quino checkerspot butterfly surveys
perched in trees adjacent to the UIM&xico border. There are no suitable freshwater bodies of
waterfor nestingwithin theProject site The disturbed freshwater marsh mapped in the southwest
corner of theProject sitds very small (0.08 acres) and composed of patchy cattails and Mexican
juncus. It lacks the vegetative protection (e.g., nettles, thistles), sizetraistlire needed for
nesting (Beedy and Hamilton 1999). Tricolored blackbirds were observed nesting in the large pond
west of Jacumba Street in 2019 (Amoaku 2019) and based on 2019 observationsg tihey u
southwestern portion of tHerojectsite for faaging.

Golden Eagle (Aquila chrysaetos; BCC/FP, WL/County Group 1)

Golden eagleisa BCC, WL, FP, and County Group 1 spdciaddition, golden eagle is protected
under the federal Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act. As a state fully protected, 4pkeies
may only occur pursuant to scientific research or in connection with an authorized NCCP

Golden eagle is a yeapund, diurnally active species that is a permanent resident and migrant
throughout California. Golden eagle is more common in norti@sgornia and the Coast Ranges

than in Southern California and the deserts. In Southern California, the species tends to occupy
mountain, foothill, and desert habitats. Foraging habitat for this species includes open habitats with
scrub, grasslands, deseommunities, and agricultural areas. This species nests on cliffs within
canyons and escarpments and in large trees (generally occurring in open habitats), and occurs primarily
in rugged, topographically complex landscapes (Garrett and Dunn 1981; JdHr@€f). Most nests

are located on cliffs or trees near forest edges, in trees within woodland savannas, or in small stands
near open habitats (Kochert et al. 2002). Nest locations tend to be more closely associated with
topographic heterogeneity than kvé particular vegetation type (Call 1978).

October 2020 10743
JVR Energy Park Project Draft EIR 2.3-16




2.3 Biological Resources

Nest building can occur almost any time during the yHas species nests on cliffs, rock outcrops,

large trees, and artificial structures such as electrical transmission towers, generally near open
habitats ued for foraging (Garrett and Dunn 1981; Johnsgard 1990; Kochert et al. 2002; Scott
1985). Golden eagle commonly builds, maintains, and variably uses multiple alternative nest sites
in its breeding territory, routinely refurbishing and reusing individustsx@ver many years.
Generally, the nests are large platforms composed of sticks, twigs, and greenery that are often 10
feet across and 3 feet high (Zeiner et al. 1990a). Pairs may build more than one nest and tend
multiple nests prior to laying eggs (Kaah et al. 2002). Each pair can have up to a dozen nests,
especially in clifftnesting habitat where nests persist for longer than they do in trees, but generally
only two to three nests are used in rotation from one year to the next. Some pairs use tlessam
each year, but others use alternative nests more regularly. Succeeding generations of eagles may
even use the same nest (Terres 1980, as cited in CPUC and BLM 2011).

In California, golden eagle breeds January through August, with peak breeduity acturring
February through July. Breeding typically begins in January with courtship and nest building, and
egg laying typically occurs in February and March (Brown 1976; CPUC and BLM 2011; WRI
2010). Golden eagles typically lay one to three eggssiwihiey incubate for 43 to 45 days (Beebe
1974). Hatching and then feeding of nestlings takes place March through June. After their young
fledge, the adult eagles may continue to feed the young birds for several months (CPUC and BLM
2011; WRI 2010). In thereyrich oak woodland and savanna habitats of the California Coast
Ranges, established golden eagle breeding pairs typically nest in most years (Hunt et al. 1999;
Hunt and Hunt 2006); however, the long breeding cycle may contribute to some pairs breeding
only every other year, even when food is abundant (CPUC and BLM 2011; WRI 2010). In other
situations, where overall ecosystem productivity is lower or more variable from year to year, pairs
need to range farther in search of food and may not nest evarybgeause of the energetic
demands of securing dispersed prey (Kochert et al. 2002).

Lagomorphs (rabbits and hares) and ground squirrels are of primary importance in the diet of most
golden eagles, including in San Diego County, but their diet may ineluwdde variety of other
mammals, reptiles, and birds, and frequently includes carrion, especially during winter (Johnsgard
1990; Kochert et al. 2002; Olendorff 1976).

One juvenile golden eagle was observed flying overPtiogect site on March 24, 2018nd a

golden eagle was observed kettling with a group of turkey vultures, ravens, gada@dawks

on April 14, 2019. There is a golden eagle nest recorded on Round Mountain (northwest of the
Project sit¢; however, the last information recorded by USFWh the nest location was from

2012 documenting common raver@ofvus cora) using the nest. The nest site was surveyed in

April 2018 and February 2018nd no golden eagles or golden eagle nesting activity was observed

at this location or elsewhere nehe Project site Althoughthere is no formal definition of what
constitutes an fAinactiveodo or fAabandonedo gol d
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nesting is a strong indicator that this territory has been abandoned. Based on ohlyewations
over several months of surveys both in 2018 and 2019, golders elagi®t appear tasethe
Project sitaegularly.

Burrowing Owl (Athene cunicularia; BCC/SSC/County Group 1)

The burrowing owl is a BCGSSC, and County Group 1 species. kws throughout North and
Central America west of the eastern edge of the Great Plains south to Panama (County of Riverside
2008). The winter range is much the same as the nesting range, except that most burrowing owls
apparently vacate the northern arebthe Great Plains and the Great Basin (County of Riverside
2008) in winter. Thamajority of burrowing owls that breed in Canada and the northern United
States are believed to migrate south during September and October and north during March and
April, and into the first week of May. These individuals winter within the nesting habitat of more
southern populations. Thus, winter observations may include both the migratory individuals as
well as the resident populatio@€dqunty of Riverside 2008 The burrowig owls in Northern
California are believed to migrate (Coulombe 1971).

In California, burrowing owls are yearlong residents of flat, open, dry grassland and desert habitats
at lower elevations (Bates 2006). They can inhabit annual and perennial graasthadsiblands
characterized by lovgrowing vegetation. They may be found in areas that include trees and shrubs

if the cover is less than 30% (Bates 2006); however, they prefer treeless grasslands. Although
burrowing owls prefer large, contiguous areafreeless grasslands, they have also been known

to occupy fallow agriculture fields, golf courses, cemeteries, road allowances, airports, vacant lots
in residential areas and university campuses, and fairgrounds when nest burrows are present (Bates
2006; County of Riverside 2008). They typically require burrows made by fossorial mammals,
such as California ground squirrels. This species also prefers sandy soils with higher bulk density
and less silt, clay, and gravel (Lenihan 2007).

Focused surveys for mawing owl were conductedithin theProject siten 2018 following Staff

Report on Burrowing Owl MitigationGDFG 2012) guidelines. On April 11, 2018 possible
burrowing owl burrow was observed based on pellets, white wash, as well as claw marks at the
entrance and immediate surrounding area. During surveys the following day on April 12, 2018, a
partial burrowing owl carcass was observed approximately 900 feet away from the potential
burrow. It was likely that an owl used the burrow as a wintering bubrdvwas predated before

it had the chance to begin the breeding season. Biologists did not detect any other fresh burrowing
owl sign or activity at/near the burrow or around the site during subsequent sénbeysowing

owl was observed on March 16, 20during Quino checkerspot butterfly surveys. The individual flew
away from the slope of a beroonstructedalong the southern portion of th&oject siteand a
burrowing owl burrow was observed in the same area on April 1, 209signs of pellets and
whitewash(Figure2.3-2). The 2018 and 2019 observations are all in the southeast cornd? afjdut
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site These locations were revisited during the January 2, 2020 habitat assessment within the
Jacumba Ai r andmotb@rewing owswrangw sigrere observedlhere have been no
further observationsf burrowing owl within thé®roject siteBased on communication with Colleen
Wisinski, Conservation Program Specialist with the San Diego Zoo Institute for Conservation
ResearchWisinskipersconm. 2019), a delayed onset of breeding further into the spring of 2019
was observed compared to previous years. Given this information combined with the infrequent
observations in 2018 and 2019, the burrowing owls may only be usifydfeetsite during the

winter. Additionally, there are no records of burrowing owls within, or nearPthgect sitein

CNDDB (CDFW 2019), the San Diego Bird Atlas (Unitt 2004), or eBird (The Cornell Lab of
Ornithology 2019).

Regardl ess, the Countatisobossidgredioatupibd ifthersareolservatonst h a t
of a burrowing owl burrow. Occupied habitat is delineated around the 2019 burrow, which showed
signs of recent activityl'here are approximately 14.2 acres of occupied burrowing owl hatihat

the saitheastern portion of the Projesitie, which was delineated based on the observation locations
(Figure2.3-2). Based on the lack of burrowing owl observations or burrows with sign anywhere else

in the Project site it appears this southegsirtion of the Project siteis at the outer edge of the
suitable habitat in the area, and burrowing owl(s) are most likely using more suitable habitat to the
east and south of tiferoject gte. For example, there is norative grassland and flat topographic
areaseast of thd’roject sitearound thelacumba Aportairstrip, as well as flat open land just south

of theProject sitan Mexico. Both areas have better quality habitat compared to the burrowing owl
observations in thBroject gte, which is primarily domated by Russian thistle and other weé&ds.

provide additional information on these surrounding areas, Dudek conducted a habitat assessment
along the southern boundary of the Jacumba Airpenich is included imAppendix Fof the
Biological Resources Thaical Report AppendixD to this EIR. This offsite study area consists

of relatively flat land with occasional mounds and small hills, which generally constitutes suitable
topography for burrowing owls to be able to perch and forage. Friable soilsd&amd or lagomorph

(hare or rabbit) burrows are present, although none of the burrows observed met the size criteria for
a suitable or surrogate burrowing owl burrow (11 centimeters [4.3 inches] or greater in diameter and
150 centimeters [59 inches] in dep One burrow mapped within the desert saltbush scrub habitat

in the western portion of the efite study area had an opening that met the diameter criteria, but did
not quite meet the depth criteria for a suitable burrow. The depth of the burrowprasiraately

107 centimeters (42 inches). The majority of thissité area consists of suitable habitat with the
potential to support burrowing owils.

Turkey Vulture (Cathartes aura; County Group 1)

Turkey vulture is not considered special status by aate sir federal agencies; however, it is
considered a County Group 1 species. In California, it is common during the nesting season and is
a yearround resident west of the Sierra Nevada, especially in coastal areas. Summer -and year
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round ranges also incladthe southeastern United States; portions of Texas, Mexico, Central
America, and South America; and some islands in the Caribbean (Kirk and Mossman 1998).

Turkey vultures use a variety of habitats while foraging on wild and domestic carrion. They prefer
open stages of most habitats. In the western United States, they tend to occur regularly in areas of
hilly pastured rangeland, nantensive agriculture, and areas with rock outcrops suitable for
nesting, although they are not generally found in {g@gvaion mountain areas (Kirk and
Mossman 1998; Zeiner et al. 1990a). Nest locations tend to be difficult to find and are usually
located in a crevice among granite boulders (Unitt 2004). This species prefers hilly areas that
provide deflective updrafts forifiht, and generally avoids extensive areas ofcoop farmland

(Kirk and Mossman 1998).

Turkey vulture was observed regularly foraging over Bhneject site no nests were observed
during the raptor surveys.

Vaux’s Swift (Chaetura vauxi; SSC)

V a u x 0 sis asS8C $pecies. This species is a summer resident of northern California, breeds
commonly in Coast Ranges, Sierra Nevada, and Cascade Range, is a common migrant throughout
California in spring and summer, and winters irregularly in southern coastahldsW>arrett and

Dunn 1981 Grinnell and Miller 1944Mc Cas ki e et al . 1979). Vauxos
Douglasfir habitats in large hollow trees and snags, and feeds over most terrains and habitats at
lower levels of forest openings and abovers/(Grinnell and Miller 1944).

This speciesloes not nest in San Diego County (Baltosser and Scott 19896 2004), but
migrates through in spring and fall, and winters in western and eastern parts of the County, with
winter observations near tiReojed site (Unitt 2004). During migration, this species is much less
common in the desert than along the coast (Unitt 2004) but couldssitipen portions of the
Project sitdor foraging. Wintering and roosting on the site would be rare but possiblesevérl
abandoned buildings and structures that exist within and adjacent Rodjeet sitethat could

serve as potential roost sites

One Vauxods swift wa Brojectsisainng teedQuiholcheckargpot buttegfly t h e
surveys in 2019.

Northern Harrier (Circus cyaneus; SSC/County Group 1)

Northern harrier is aBSC and County Group 1 species. Northern harriers use a wide variety of
open habitats in California, including deserts, coastal sand dunes, pasturelands, croplands, dry
plains, grasslands, estuaries, flood plains, and marshes. This species can alsivéoragastal

sage scrub or other open scrub communities. Nesting areas are associated with marshes, pastures,
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grasslands, prairies, croplands, desert sktappe, and riparian woodland (Macwhirter and
Bildstein 2011). Winter habitats similarly include ariety of open habitats dominated by
herbaceous cover. Northern harrier populations are most concentrated in areas with low vegetation.

Northern harrier was observed foraging along the southern portion Bfafectsite during the
early spring nesting pdor surveysin February 2019nd once during the Quino checkerpot
butterfly surveys irMarch 2019 The open habitawithin the Projecsite is marginal from past
disturbance (agriculture) and a predominance ofmative species, particularly Russian tleis
While this species did not nest on site during the 2018 and 2019 surestiagrpotential is
considered moderate.

Loggerhead Shrike (Lanius ludovicianus; BCC/SSC/County Group 1)

Loggerhead shrike is BCC, SSC, and County Group 1 species. It is doimlowlands and
foothills throughout California, and it remains in the southern portion of the stat@oysar.
Preferred habitats for the loggerhead shrike are open areas that include scattered shrubs, trees,
posts, fences, utility lines, or other sttures that provide hunting perches with views of open
ground, as well as nearby spiny vegetation or built structures (such as the top-tih&Haimces

or barbed wire) that provide means to skewer prey items. The species occurs most frequently in
riparan areas along the woodland edge, grasslands with sufficient perch and butcher sites,
scrublands, and oparanopied woodlands, although they can be quite common in agricultural and
grazing areas; and they can sometimes be found in mowed roadsides,iespastergolf courses,
although they occur rarely in heavily urbanized areas (Zeiner et al. 1990a). Loggerhead shrikes
build nests in stable shrubs or trees requiring dense foliage foceovelkaled nests and likely

nests in the Projesite

Loggerheadshrike was observed throughout most of the summer in 20t#g focused
burrowing owl surveyand likely nestsvithin the Project site

Southern California Rufous-Crowned Sparrow (Aimophila ruficeps canescens; WL/
County Group 1)

Southern California rufousrowned sparrow is a WL, and County Group 1 species. The current
distribution of Southern California rufousowned sparrow is restricted to a narrow belt of
semiarid coastal sage scrub and sparse chaparral from Santa Barbiarna sloe northwestern
corner of Baja California (Bent 1968; Collins 1999; Grinnell 1926; Grinnell and Miller 1944; Todd
1922; Unitt 1984; Zeiner et d@990a). The subspecies has also been found on San Martin Island.
Southern California rufousrowned spaow is considered a resident throughout its range. No true
migratory movements have been recorded, although limited movements to lower elevations in
some areas have been reported during especially severe winters (Collins 1999).
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This species has high poteh to occur within thd°roject site
Yellow-Headed Blackbird (Xanthocephalus xanthocephalus; SSC)

Yellow-headed blackbird is a SSC species. This species breeds commonly east of Cascade Range
and Sierra Nevada, in Imperial and Colorado River valleydianCentral Valley, and selected
locations in the coast ranges west of the Central Valleinér et al1990a). It occurs as a migrant

and local breeder in deserts and along Orange County coast. Yelamed blackbird nests in

fresh emergent wetland witlense vegetation and deep water, and forages in emergent wetland
and moist, open areas, including cropland and shores of lacustrine habitat. This species nest and
roost over water, and forage over water, near water, and moist ground.

One yellowheaded blddird was observedvithin the Project siteduring focused Quino
checkerspot butterfly surveys in 2019.

Mammals
Pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus; County Group 2, SSC)

Pallid bat is an SSC and County Group 2 species. It occurs throughout California (Zainer et
1990b). Records from counties in Southern California includeD&zgo, San Bernardino, Los
Angeles, Riverside, Imperial, and Orange Counties (CDFW &01t9roosts in rocky outcrops,
humanbuilt structuresand trees. Pallid bat is known to occurarnwide variety of habitats,
including grasslands, shrublands, woodlands, and forests from sea level up through mixed conifer
forests (Zeiner et all990b). It is commonly found in open, dry habitats with rocky areas for
roosting (Zeiner et alLl990b).

This species is fairly common and widespread in San Diego County and has potential to roost,
including maternity roost, in the abandoned buildings on site and in the rocky outcrops on Round
Mountain. The closest known CNDDB occurrence overlaps the eastendldry of theProject

site (CDFW 20Da). There are records of pallid bats roosting in a bridge in Jacumba in 2014
(Tremor 2017).

This species has high potential to ocaithin the Project site

Northwestern San Diego Pocket Mouse (Chaetodipus fallax fallax; SSC/County Group 2)

Northwestern San Diego pocket mouse is an SSC and County Group 2 species. Northwestern San Diego
pocket mouse is a subspecies and inhabits sandy herbaceous areas in association with rocks and course
gravel (Grinnell 1933; Milleand Stebbins 1964). This subspecies occurs in arid coastal and desert border
areas in southwestern California (Zeiner et al. 1990a). Typical habitats for the northwestern San Diego
pocket mouse include coastal scrub, cham@dshank chaparral, mixed chaml, sagebrush, desert

wash, desert scrub, desert succulent shrub, pjaygper, and annual grassland.
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This species has high potential to occur withinRngect site
Pallid San Diego Pocket Mouse (Chaetodipus fallax pallidus; SSC/County Group 2)

Palid San Diego pocket mouse is an SSC and County Group 2 species. This subspecies is found
in southwestern California at an elevation below 6,000 feet amsl (Zeiner et al12988 This
subspecies prefers coastal scrub, chameskshank chaparral, mixetaparral, sagebrush, desert
wash, desert scrub, desert succulent shrub, pifyoiper, and annual grassland habitats in rocky

or gravelly areas (Miller and Stebbins 1964). In San Diego County, pallid San Diego pocket mouse
occurs in arid coastal and dadeorder areas (Zeiner et al. 198890).

This subspecies has high potential to oeettinin the Project site
San Diego Black-tailed Jackrabbit (Lepus californicus bennettii; SSC/County Group 2)

San Diego blacikailed jackrabbit is an SSC and County Group 2 species. It is confined to coastal
Southern California, with marginal eastern records in Mount Pifios, Arroyo Seco, Pasadena, San
Felipe Valley, and Jacumba (Hall 1981). It is found in manyrdes@abitats, but primarily in arid
regions supporting shegrass habitats. Jackrabbits typically are not found in high grass or dense
brush where it is difficult for them to move quickly, and the openness of open scrub habitat likely

is preferred over dese chaparral. Jackrabbits are common in grasslands that are overgrazed by
cattle, and they are well adapted to using-intensity agricultural habitats (Hall 198 Blthough
blacktailed jackrabbit was previously widespread throughout San Diego Cowanticuparly in

north county coastal areas from Del Mar to Oceanside, the species now persists in small, scattered
habitat patches (Tremor 2017).

San Diego blachailed jackrabbit was detected within tReoject siteduring a focus surveyA
specific locatbn was not recorded.

San Diego Desert Woodrat (Neotoma lepida intermedia; SSC/County Group 2)

San Diego desert woodrat is an SSC and County Group 2 species. This species is found in coastal
Southern California into Baja California, Mexico (Reid 2008arginal eastern records for San

Diego desert woodrat in the United States include San Luis Obispo, San Fernando in Los Angeles
County, the San Bernardino Mountains and Redlands in San Bernardino County, and Julian in San
Diego County (Hall 1981). Desertowdrats are found in a variety of shrub and desert habitats, and
are primarily associated with rock outcroppings, boulders, cacti, or areas of dense undergrowth.

This species has high potential to occur withinRheject site A woodrat midden was obsex/e
within theProject sitealong the western boundary .
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Jacumba Pocket Mouse (Perognathus longimembris internationalis; SSC/County Group 2)

Jacumba pocket mouse is an SSC and County Group 2 species. It is found in desert, grassland,
herbaceous, shrublanahd chaparral habitats in Riverside and San Diego Counties (NatureServe
2019). This species prefers desert wash with sandy or gravelly alluvial substrate and disturbed
grassland. Associated plant species include grasses, Catclaw acaciéStrega(ia gregii),

mesquite Prosopis glandulosg andOpuntiasp.

This species has high potential to occur withinRhgect site
American Badger (Taxidea taxus; SSC/County Group 2)

American badger is an SSC, and County Group 2 species. In California they arthfougtout

the state except in coastal Northern California (Zeiner et al. 1990b). American badger typically
occurs in open, sparsely vegetated habitats, but also uses modified habitats such as agriculture. It
is found in dry, open areas with friable spimd can occur throughout the Projste Its
distribution in a landscape coincides with the availability of prey, burrowing sites, and mates, with
distribution of males ranging wider than distribution of females during the breeding season and
summer maths (Minta 1993). In general, badger activity within a home range tends to concentrate

in areas with suitable soils for burrowing or with colonies of ground squirrels.

This species hakigh potential to occumithin the Project siteOne potential badger den was
observeawithin the Project siteluring focused Quino checkerspot butterfly protocol surveys.

Invertebrates
Quino Checkerspot Butterfly (Euphydryas editha quino; FE/County Group 1)

Quino checkerspot butterfly is a federallydangered and County Group 1 species. This species

is found only in western Riverside County, southern San Diego County, and northern Baja
California, Mexico (USFWS 2003). This species is found on sparsely vegetated hilltops,
ridgelines, and occasionallynaocky outcrops in open chaparral and coastal sage scrub habitat
(typically at less than 3,000 feet amsl). This species requires host plants within these vegetation
communities for feeding and reproduction. The primary larval host plant is dotseednplantai
however, several other species have been documented as important larval host plants, including
desert plantain, sometimes called woolly plant&aiitago patagonica threadl e aved bi r d
beak Cordylanthus rigidus white snapdragonAntirrhinum coulerianun) ; owl 6s <cl ove
Chinese house<£bllinsia spp.)(USFWS 2003).

One Quino checkerspot butterfly was observed during the 2019 rare plant surveys in the
southwestern portion of thHeroject siteon a small hilltop nectaring on goldfieldsastheniaspp.)
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and redstem stoé bill (Erodium cicutarium. No Quino checkerspot butterflies were observed
during the focused protocol Quino surveys. This individual was likely usingdbthwestern
portion of the Projecsite for nectar while traveling betwekatations.

County Group 2 Species and Other Special-Status Species

County Group 2 species, CDFW WL species, or USFWS BCC species that have been observed or
have high potential to occur in tiReoject siteare described below and includedhe Appendix

E1of the Biological Resources Technical RepapgendixD to the EIR) Additional species that

have moderate potential to occur are described in more detail in ApfehoiXAppendixD.

Reptiles

Rosy Boa (Lichanura trivirgata; County Group 2)

Rosy boa is not considered special status by any state or federal agencies; however, it is a County
Group 2 species. Rosy boa in California ranges from Los Angeles, eastern Kern, and southern Inyo
Counties south through San Bernardino, Riverside, OrandeSan Diego Counties (Spiteri 1988;
Stebbins 2003; Zeiner et d990c). It occurs at elevations from sea level to 5,000 feet amsl in the
Peninsular and Transverse Ranges. Within its range in Southern California, rosy boa is absent only
from the southeastn corner of California around the Salton Sea and the western and southern portions
of Imperial County (Zeiner et @&l990c).Rosy boa inhabits rocky shrubland and desert habitats and is
attracted to oases and streams, but does not require permane(tebtens 2003).

This species has high potential to ocatithin theProject site
Birds

Costa’s hummingbird (Calypte costae; BCC)

Costabds hummingbird is a BCC species. Costabd
southern California. This species &stricted to winter on the southern coast and southern deserts
(Garrett and Dunn 1981). Costads hummingbird

migration (Garrett and Dunn 1981). This species occurs in arid habitat, including desert wash,
edges ofdesert riparian and valley foothill riparian, coastal scrub, desert scrub, desert succulent
shrub, lowere | evati on chaparral, and palm oasi s. Co
woody forbs, and sometimes vines (Bent 1940).

This species was observed multiple times withinRhgect siten 2018 and 2019.
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California Horned Lark (Eremophila alpestris actia; WL/County Group 2)

California horned lark is &L and County Group 2 species. California horned lark is a permanent
resdent found throughout much of the southern half of California. This species breeds and resides
in the coastal region of California from Sonoma County southeast to the U.S./Mexico border,
including most of the San Joaquin Valley, and eastward to the fsotifiithe Sierra Nevada
(Beason 1995; Grinnell and Miller 1944). It is found from grasslands along the coast and deserts
near sea level to alpine dwasffirub habitat above tree line. This species prefers open habitats,
grassland, rangeland, shortgrassrramontane meadows, coastal plains, and fallow grain fields,
and it nests on the ground in a hollow scrape.

California horned lark was observed foragwithin the Project siten April and May 2018Based
on territorial and nesting behavior observeds tbpecies is likely nesting within tHallow
agricultural fields and possibly within the lower hillsides on the north side of the railroad tracks.

Merlin (Falco columbarius; WL/County Group 2)

Merlin is a WL and County Group 2 species. Merlin inhabitauah grassland, savannahs,
woodlands, lakes, wetlands, and pine and conifer habitats (Zeiner et al. 1990a). This species is a
winter migrant from September to May throughout the western California below 3,900 feet in
elevation. Merlin does not breed in @ainia, however this species does winter and forage in
dense tree stands near bodies of water.

Merlin was observed within theroject siteduring focused Quino checkerspot butterfly surveys
in 2019.Merlins only occur in California during the nonbreedgegson (Warkentin et al. 2005).

Black-Tailed Gnatcatcher (Polioptila melanura; WL)

Black-tailed gnatcatcher is a WL speciBack-tailed gnatcatcher inhabits desert wash from Palm
Springs and Joshua Tree National Monument to eastern Mojave Desert anthal@olorado
River at elevations below 1,000 feet amsl| (Zeiner et al. 7B8#)). This species primarily nests
in wooded desert wash habitat, and sparingly in desert scrub habitat in Wiatest{ and Dunn
1981 Grinnell and Miller 1944). Blackailedgnatcatcher population has declined in numbers and
may be victimized by cowbird parasitism (Friedmann 1963).

Black-tailed gnatcatcher was observeccasionallywithin the Project siten April 2019 This
speciexould nest in the mesquite bosqui¢hin the Project site
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Lawrence’s goldfinch (Spinus lawrencei; BCC)

Lawrence’s goldfinch is a BCC species. Lawrence’s goldfinch is common along the
western edge of southern deserts and is fairly common but erratic in Santa Clara County
(Kaiser 1976 as cited in Zeiner et al. 1988-1990), on coastal slope from Monterey County
south, and in foothills surrounding Central Valley (Zeiner et al. 1988-1990). This species
is present mostly from April through September; most individuals that breed in California
will winter in other southwestern states and in northern Mexico. Lawrence’s goldfinch
winters erratically in southern coastal lowlands and Colorado River Valley and occurs in
small numbers in northern California (Garrett and Dunn 1981; Grinnell and Miller 1944;
McCaskie et al. 1979). This species occurs in valley foothill hardwood, valley foothill
hardwood-conifer, desert riparian, palm oasis, pinyon-juniper, and lower montane
habitats. Lawrence’s goldfinch nests in dense foliage of a tree or shrub, and prefers oak,
cypress, cedar, or riparian thicket (Grinnell and Miller 1944).

Lawrence’s goldfinch was observed in 2019 during focused Quino checkerspot butterfly
surveys and was likely migrating through the Project site or using it as a non-breeding
location since it does not nest in the region (Baltosser and Scott 1996). The Project site
may provide foraging habitat for this species as it migrates through the area.

Brewer’s Sparrow (Spizella breweri; BCC)

Brewer 6s sparr 8w eiwera sB SS9 ag pserabi céoptahds, land treelesd e s e r
shrub habitats with moderate canopy and sagebrush (Zeiner et al. 1990a). This species breeds east
of CascadeSierra Nevada crest, Mojave and Colorado deserts, and San Joaquin Valley. In recent
year s, t he Brelyweedsanssouthpesterm @ahforna éaarrett and Dunn 1981) and

is considered a wintering or migrating species in San Diego County (Unitt 2004). This species finds
cover in sagebrush and nests in the center of sagebrush or other shrub up to 3.9:féet gbawnd.

Brewer 0s s par withiwthewaogect siteevegal timesdn April 2018 and was likely
migrating through the sitelhe Projectsite may provide foraging habitat for this species as it
migrates through the area.

Mammals
Western Small-Footed Myotis (Myotis ciliolabrum; County Group 2)

Western smalfooted myotis is not considered special status by any state or federal agencies;
however, it is a County Group 2 species. Western simaiéd myotis inhabits arid wooded and
brushy uplandsiear water in coastal and desert California (Zeiner et al. 1990b). This species
occurs in elevation below 8,900 feet. This species seeks cover in caves and built structures,
including buildings, mines, and bridges.
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This species has high potential to ocatthin the Project site This species has potential to roost,
including maternity roost, in the abandoned buildingshenProjecsite.

Yuma Myotis (Myotis yumanensis; County Group 2)

Yuma myotis is not considered special status by any state or federadies; however, it is a
County Group 2 species. It occurs throughout California except for the most arid areas of the
Mojave and Colorado Deserts (Zeiner ett@90b). Records from counties in Southern California
include SarDiego, San Bernardino, Losngeles, Riverside, Imperial, and Orange Counties
(CDFW 201%9). Although Yuma myotis occurs in a wide variety of life zones, at elevations
ranging from sea level to 10,820 feet amsl, its actual distribution is closely associated with access
to water (Zeineet al 1990b). Forests and woodlands are primary habitats, and foraging usually
occurs in open, uncluttered habitats and low -@vater sources such as ponds, streams, and stock
ponds (Brigham et al. 1992; Zeiner eti90Db).

This species has high patel to occumwithin theProject site This species is fairly common and
widespread in San Diego County and has potential to roost, including maternity roost, in the
abandoned buildings dhe Projecsite and in the rocky outcrops on Round Mounttieeastern

half of which is within the Project site

Mule Deer (Odocoileus hemionus; County Group 2)

Mule deer is a County Group 2 species. It is a common species with a widespread distribution
throughout the western United States and Canada, and southaimiand and Baja California,

Mexico (Hall 1981). It occurs throughout most of California, except in deserts and intensively
farmed areas without cover (Zeiner et al. 1990b). Throughout its range, mule deer uses coniferous
and deciduous forests, ripariaalitats, desert shrub, coastal scrub, chaparral, and grasslands with
shrubs. It is often associated with successional vegetation, especially near agricultural lands
(NatureServe 2019). It uses forested cover for protection from the elements and opéor areas
feeding (Wilson and Ruff 1999). Mule deer fawn in a variety of habitats that have available water
and abundant forage, including moderately dense shrubs and forests, dense herbaceous stands, and
higherelevation riparian and mountain shrub vegetation.

Mule deer tracks were observed during biological surwetfsn the Prgect site Mule deer favor
habitats such as riparian and oak woodland, and early growth chaparral (Tremor 2017). Given the
open landscapeithin the Projectite and general absencenofile deer on the desert floor, it is

likely that mule deer only occasionally occur on site and travel from the mountains north of the
Project siteThey are not expected to utilize the flat open areas due to the lack of vegetative cover.
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2.3.1.7 Wetlands/Jurisdictional Waters

Potential prisdictionalaquatic resources within thieroject sitetotal 153.51acres and include
2248 acres of potentidl.S. Army Corps of Engineer&COE)/Regional Water Quality Control
Board RWQCB)/CDFW-jurisdictional nonwetland waters, 130.95 acres of potential
ACOE/RWQCBiurisdictional norwetland waterandCDFW-jurisdictional riparian habitaand
0.08 acres ofpotential ACOE/RWQCB/CDFWjurisdictional wetlands/riparian habitat and
County RPO wtands

Thereare alsotwo borrow pit on the Projectite with scattered, spse tamarisk shrubs. These
borrow pits werewholly constructed in uplandrea. The northern borrow pit is approximately

100 feet by 80 feet; the southern borrow pit is larggpfoximately 1.5 acres), but lacks
hydrophytic vegetation based on the sampling pit. Per the State Wetland Definition and Procedures
for Discharges of Dredged or Fill Material to Waters of the Statendhternborrow pit would

be considered an artifali wetland that resulted from human actiyitycluding excavation of the

pit and discharging of water into the pit from agricultural activi(l®8/RCB2019. Water is no

longer being discharged to the borrow pit, and there is very minimal tamariskgi. the such,

the pit would not be considered a relativpgrmanentpart of the natural landscape which is a
requirement of the State procedures for an artificial wetland to be considered waters of .the state
There is als@n erosionafeature formed solely from a culvert directing surface and road runoff
beneath Carrizo Gorge Roathich has eroded the landscape until the runoff dissipates into a dirt
road approximately 1,000 feet from Carrizo Gorge Rddds feature does not suppontya
wetland vegetation. The northern borrow pit and the erosional fedturaed from a culvert
directing surface and road runafere constructed or formed in uplands and have no current or
historical connection to waters of the United StateState Therefore,they arenot considered
features regulatedvy federal or state agencies.

Acreages for potential jurisdictional resources are summaiizehble 2.32, Jurisdictional
Aquatic Resourcewithin theProject siteand represented Figure 2.32. TheAquatic Resources
Delineation Reports included asAppendix G to the Biological Resources Technical Report
(AppendixD to the EIR).

ACOE/RWQCB/CDFW Determination

There are 11 potential aquatic features withirRtogect sitethatarenonwetland watersFeatures

1, 2, 5, 6, and 91 generally flow in a northerly direction into Carrizo Crg€Elgure 2.3-2).
Carrizo Creek flows through Carrizo Gorge and Carrizo Canyon where it turns into Carrizo Wash
just north of the Coyote Mountains. Carrizo Wasltlets into San Felipe Creek near the Lower
Borrego Valley and eventually drains into the Salton Sea to form a significant nexus to a traditional
navigable water. Features 3 and 4 originate in Gray Mountain just northeastRubpbet site
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however, ths drainage terminates in the middle of the site. Features 7 and 8 also flow south from
Gray Mountain and terminate at Carrizo Gorge Road. These waters do not connect to a traditional
navigable water or tributary to taaditional navigable wategand will be evaluated during an
approvedoreliminaryjurisdictional determinatiowhich is currently being processed by &€OE.

There is one wetland waters (Feature 12) mapped in the southwestern corn@raojetttesitehat

is likely fed from the higher wateable in the area. This feature does not connect via the surface to
a traditional navigable water or tributary to a traditional navigable water and will be evaluated during
apreliminaryjurisdictional determinatiowhich iscurrentlybeing processed bydACOE.

RPO Wetland Determination

The Countyés RPO identifies wetlands as dat |
of hydrophytes (plants whose habitat is water or very wetplades ) ubst rat um i s pr e
undrained sojb dran ne@ha perennial stream is present whose substratum is
predominately notsoil and such lands contribute substantially to biological functions or values of
wetlands in the drainage syste@(@ounty of San Diego 2012). One feature supports RPO wetlands

within the Project #te: the small disturbed freshwater marsh is fed from subsurface water
seasonally and lacks consistent water souBess ed on t he CountoySas gui d
Diego2010), a 56foot buffer would be appropriafer this feature(Figure2.3-2).

Based on the lack of hydrophytes, hydric soils, or substratum that is predominarslyiliarihe
ephemeral channels and the presence ofdvalhed soils, the ephemeral channels do not have
the biological functions of a wetland nor doyheve populations of wetland dependent species,
and therefore are not considered an RPO wetland.

The mesquite bosquiecatedwithin the floodplain along the western boundaylominated by

facultative speciethatoccur equally in wetland and nevetlandareas. Other common species

within the mesquite bosque include facultative, facultative upland, or upland species, such as
tamarisk, white bursage, fourwing saltbush, quailbush, saltgrass, and muSisyds(iunspp.).

The dominant and edominant planspecies would not be categorized as hydrophytes because

they are not facultative wetland (usually occur in wetlands but occasionally foundivetiands)

or obligate (occur almost always under natural conditions in wetlands) sffetiae consistent

with the RPO6s definition of aLichvarctrab poiy t e ( C
Althoughiodine bush is present in some portions of the mesquite bosque at low percent cover, it

is not dominant enough in the shrub cover to be consideiepa e d o mi nance of hydr
the RPO definition. Areas mapped as mesquite bosque are located witidi@ #oodplain area

with no evidence of surface flow. The soils are not hydric, the floodplain lacks a defined channel

and a predominance of hydropbs;and the slopes are less than 29¥%erefore, areas mapped as
mesquite bosque would not be considered RPO wetlands.
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Tamarisk often occupies jurisdictional wetlands but is also commonly associated with disturbed
areas or toe of slopes that have higjreundwater tables in upland areas. OnRiggect site the
tamarisk scrub is not associated with any jurisdictional features and is located along road sides or
in soil piles and pits. Similar to mesquite bosque, tamarisk is a facultative species which occ
equally in wetland and newet | and areas and does not me et
hydrophyte (County of San Diego 2Q1lZchvar et al. 201p Data stations taken within the
northern borrow pit showed signs of hydrology in the form of mudcraclisspase tamarisk, and
assumed hydric soils (see AppendiafFAppendixD). The southern borrow pit had very minimal
mudcracks, even sparser tamarisk, and no hydric soils. Due to its artificial nature, the presence of
invasive species, the lack of hydropdsg, and the lack of observed hydric soils, these borrow pits
created in upland areas would not be considered RPO wetlands.

2.3.1.8 Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridors

Wildlife species generally inhabit suitable habitat patches distributed aclasdsaape. These
habitat blocks, which may make up the species:
not all, of the speciesd |ife history needs (€
of most wideranging species ihi¢ ability to access or move between various habitat blocks to

allow for juvenile dispersal, to access food and/or shelter during the winter months, to escape
catastrophic events (e.g., flood, fire), and to ward against gendireéding (Rosenberg et al

1997). In undisturbed or unfragmented landscapes, such movements by some species may occur
throughout the landscape without a defined movement route (e.g., between mosaics of suitable
habitat patches). However, where landscapes have movement conettatetsto either natural
conditions, such as vegetation types or topography (e.g., steep stopms)structecbbstacles
(e.g., urban areas, roads), wildlife may have
corridors. o Thheoerphdases, Owialsd luisfeeal i n the repor
features that permit species to disperse between favorable habitats.

Habitat linkages areelatively large open spapatches ohaturalhabitat that function to join two
largeradjacent opn spac@atches of habitgBennett 2003)They serve as connections between

habitat patches and help reduce the adverse effects of habitat fragmentation. The linkage represents

a potential route for gene flow and leteym dispersal. Habitat linkages n&grve as both habitat

and avenues of gene flow for small animals such as reptiles and amphibians. Habitat linkages may
be represented by continuous patches of habit
Asteppi ng st odkefroectfsite wouldl ibes qoresidesed bn. east/west linkage for

wildlife movement south of the8 and north of th&).S./Mexico border fence.

The Projecsiteis included within a Core Wildlife Areasdefined by the County based on its size
and the surroundingndeveloped lan{iCounty of San Diego 199.7The Project site is currently
undevelopedexcept for dairy and ranch structures north of Old Highwayp80the International
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border fence limits the ability of the Project site to function as a linearisottth wildlife corridor

for large mammals. Th&roposedProject vicinity is generally surrounded by undeveloped
landscapes to the north (o), east, and northwest. Old Highway 80, a-tamme highway,
traverses the Project site in an éaest directionwithin the southern portion of the Project site.
Carrizo Gorge Road traverses #reject site in a generally nof8outh direction along the eastern
portion of theProject site.There are no wildlife crossings along &l Highway 80 but wildlife

are geerally able to make arade crossings over the highwd&ased on observations from
biological surveys, vdlife currently are able to traverse the Project site and surrounding
undeveloped areas in an unencumbered manner until they arrivelaSithexico border fence
along thesouttern boundaryf the Projectsite. However, sice openings in the border fence are
located off site, approximately 1.2 miles to the east and 2 miles to the westsadtthwildlife
movement is anticipated to be higher in thaseas. These breaks mrsteeper terrairbut provide

for continued wildlife movement, as thepography does not pose difficulties for most wildlife
use. Coyote, mountain lion, bobcat, and other species are readily able to scale steeph&opes.
border fence openings occur along very steep portions of the fence and provide reduced movement
options for most large wildlifeAdditionally, the consistent presence of Border Patrol agents
further reduces the attractiveness of the openiagigher, the Pract site is situated adjacent to,
or near,State Park and feder8ureau of Land ManagemenBLM) lands which allows for
unhindered movemenEigure 2.3-4, Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Movemenshows the
border fence openings, conserved lands,aatjacent land ownership, and Figure-2 ghows the
Habitat Evaluation Model.

The mesquitelominated floodplain along the westgyortion of the Project sitmay serve as a
wildlife movement area between tReojectsite and the north side of8l for a vaiety of wildlife
species, including mammals, birds, reptiles, and invertebrates. The western portion of the
floodplain (i.e., Boundary Creek) narrows, but larger wildlife may still move through the area at
night if they are traveling to the west. The eastportion of theProject sitas flatter and more

open with smaller drainages and dirt roads that could serve as movement areas for wildlife travel.
Birds can move freely through the region; invertebrates and smaller mammadtscamove
relatively fre¢ y t hrough t he regi on. Al terr-&strial
constrainingmovement between north and south &, bnd, to a lesser degremovement is
hindered byOIld Highway 80 and surface streetie exit to Carrizo Gorge Road and thenS

Diego and Eastern Railway/Carrizo Gorge Road underpasses are the only routes8urais |
vicinity. These constraints make thReject site a connection between blocks of habitat to the east
and west.

There is critical habitat for Quino checkerspatterfly located appromately 0.25miles west of

the Project site Figure 2.33). The Jacumba Occurrence Complex appears to be the most
southeastern occurrence of Quino checkerspot butterfly in its U.S. range (UBF&2019).
According to the RecovegrPlan for Quino Checkerspot Butterfly (USFWS 2003), there is
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occupied habitat south of EI Condor, Baja California, Mexico, further southeast of Jacumba,
although this location is not specifically mentioned in théear Recovery Plan (USFWS 2009).
The Jaamba Occurrence Complex west of the Project site is likely connected to the vicinity of
McCain Valley and Campo west of the Project site, potentially suitable habitat in the Table
Mountain area northeast of the Project site, and occupied habitat in EbrCandheast of the
Project site (USFWS 2003).

The InKo-Pah and Jacumba Mountains are north ofRttegect site the Peninsular Ranges and
AnzaBorrego Desert are to the eaBhe Project site is located approximately 3.4 miles southeast

of designatedritical habitat for Peninsular bighorn sheep, and 2.6gfiten the western slope

of the Peninsular RangeBigure 2.32). The Project site is too removed from mountainous terrain

to be provide habitat attractive to bighorn sheep, it does not provetariotintain connectivity

habitat between occupied mountain ranges and they have not been identified in the area previously.
Based on their known range, USFWS Critical Habitat, and unsuitable habitat betwBeoj¢oe

site and known range, this specienaas expected to occumn theProjectsite

fiSensitive habitat landss a definition by the County (County of San Diegd @0that includes
wildlife corridors. As mentioned above, the mesaqditeninated floodplain may provide the best
area for terrestriahammals and some bird species found in tree or shrub habitat. The border fence
that runs along the southern boundary of the Project site is currently impernedatge
mammals such that wildlife movement between the United States and Mexico occyralam

breaks in the border fence east and west of the PjecBirds, small mammals, reptiles and
invertebrates are still able to travel between these areas. Given the undevelopediandrth

and eastthe Project siteloes notcurrently serveas a local or regional wildlife corridor since
wildlife is not constrained to travel through the andawever, because tH&oject site extends

from I-8 to the border fence, it does serve as a linkage between open space to the east and west.
Therefore, he Project site is considered a sensitive habitat land with regard to wildlife corridors.

The Pacific Flyway is a major nofdouth migration route for birds that travel between North and
South America. This is a brodbnt route that covers much landpealn Southern California,

birds typically use the coast and inland areas. The Pacific Coast route is used by gulls, ducks, and
other water birds. The longest and most important route of the Pacific Flyway is that originating
in northeastern Alaska. Thisute, which includes most waterfowl and shorebirds, passes through
the interior of Alaska and then branches such that large flights continue southeast into the Central
and Mississippi flyways, or they may turn in a southwesterly direction and pass ttivelurgerior

valleys of California, ending or passing through the Salton Sea (BirdNature 2014). The southward
route of longdistance migratory land birds of the Pacific Flyway that typically overwinter south

of the United States extends through the intest California to the mouth of the Colorado River

and on to their winter quarters, which may be located in western Mexico (USGS 2006).
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The Salton Sea, approximately 40 miles northeast, is an important stopover for many birds that
travel inland (SDG&E 2009); the inland Pacific Flyway migration route, which is focused on a
stopover at the Salton Sea, is east of the PrgjeetA study fran 1985 to 1999 focused on
shorebird migration and recorded avian use at the Salton Sea and adjacent Imperial Valley. Large
numbers of shorebirds, including blaskcked stilt Himantopus mexicanyjsAmerican avocet
(Recurvirostra americana western sandper (Calidris maur), and dowitchersL{mnodromus

spp.) were recorded during migration periods (Shuford et a)2b0addition, the study showed

that birds traveling to the Salton Sea use the sea not only as a migratory stopover, but the site is
also awintering area for many species, including the mountain pla@bar@adrius montanys
(Shuford et al. 20®). Migration timing varies from species to species, and for some, there is little
documentation of the timing; for others, the arrival and departusebban well documented
species by species (Unitt 2004). In general, bird migration occurs during the months of March
through April and August through November. However, the Prggetdoes not support any
bodies of water or wetlands that attract larggration stopovers or attractants for avian and bat
species. The closest large bodies of water to the Project site are Tule Lake, located approximately
4 miles northwest, and Lake Domingo, located approximately 8 miles west. Theattfooegh

birds likelymigrate over th@rojectsite and certain birds may forage on site, the Project site is not
considered a stopover for birds migrating to and from the Salton Sea, particularly with the
agricultural fields and irrigation resources available in the El CemdoBrawley areas south of

the Salton Sea. Additionally, many birds are known to migrate at night (Emlen 1975; Lowery
1951; USGS 2013), which reduces visibility and glelated impacts to migrants.

Special Habitat Management Areas

Several regional hatat management programs are planned for the eastern San Diego County,
including afuture MSCPEast County PlarConservation initiatives, including the Las Californias
Binational Conservation Initiative and the Parqod®ark Binational Corridor, includahds in the
Projectsite (Figure 2.31, Regional Contejt(Stallcup et al. 2015)

The Projectsite is located within thduture East County MSCPIlan Area Figure 2.31). As

described in Section 2.3.Existing Conditionsa Preliminary Planning Map hasdn completed.

The intent of preparing the East CouM$CPPlan is to create a large, connected preserve system

that addresses the regional habitat needs for multiple sp&besnajority of theProject sitas

mapped as nAAgri cul t uside Foaused Cbaservatioa AltaUp d dntdi omrua
designations incl-Rdkel:i @Ot dared s PuddsaccdiSetmed wi th
Habitat and Transition ZosBeéetwitdhannb&gAas, aBkan
Open Spaceowi a&ssddieatreadi | r oad, and ALand manac
associated with the land adjacent to conserved lands in the very northwest cornd?rofettie

site. Thedevelopment footprint of ther&posedProjectwould be locateavithinthed Agr i cul t ur

or Natur al Upl and outside Focuseeublicdandser vati o
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2.3.2 Regulatory Setting
2.3.2.1 Federal Regulations

Federal Endangered Species Act

FESA (16 USC 1531 et seq.) is implemented by USFWS through a prégaamdentifies and

provides for protection of various species of fish, wildlife, and plants deemed to be in danger of or
threatened with extinction. As part of this regulatory act, FESA provides for designation of critical
habitat, defined in FESA Secti®(5)(A) as specific areas within the geographical range occupied

by a species where physical or biological feat
found and that Amay require speci al halitatage men
may also include areas outside the current geographical area occupied by the species that are
nonet heless fiessenti al f o r Prdjelt €itedoes nos cntanartyi on o0
critical habitat.

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

The Migraory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) prohibits the take of any migratory bird or any part, nest,
or eggs of any such bird. Under the MBTA, it
capturing, collecting, or killing, or attempting to do 46 USC 703 et sey.In December 2017,
Department of Interior Principal Deputy Solicitor Jorjani issued a memorandu8YQB0) that
interprets the MBTA to only prohibit intentional take. Unintentional or accidental take is not
prohibited (DOI 2017). Additionally, ¥ecutive Order13186, Responsibilities of Federal
Agencies to Protect Migratory Birds, requires that any project with federal involvement address
impacts of federal actions on migratory birds with the purpose of promoting conservation of
migratory bird populationg66 FR 38583856). The EecutiveOrderrequires federal agencies to
work with USFWS to develop a memorandum of understanding. USFWS reviews actions that
might affect these species.

Clean Water Act

Pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, ACOE regguthe discharge of dredged and/or

fill mater i al into fAwaters of the United Stat
United States) is defined in 33 Code of Feder
are inundated or saturatég surface or ground water at a frequency and duration sufficient to
support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically
adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. Wetlands generally include swamps, marghges, bo

and similar areas. o0 In the absence-tdafwatergt | an d
such as intermittent streams, extend to the f
CFR328.3(e).
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2.3.2.2 State Regulations

California Endangered Species Act

CDFW administers the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (California Fish and Game
Code[CFGQ Secti on 2050 et seq. ), which prohibits
designated by the California Fish and Game Commiss®reralangered or threatened in
California. Under CESA Section 86, take i s de
attempt to hunt, pur sue, catch, captur e, or Kk
may not approve projects thati | | Nnjeopardi ze the continued ex
or threatened species or result in the destruction or adverse modification of habitat essential to the
continued existence of those species, if there are reasonable and prudent akesmatiable
consistent with conserving the species or 1its

Sections 3511, 4700, and 5515 of the California Fish and Game Code designate certain birds,
ma mmal s, and fish as #Afull y notrbe takeo or pabsessesip e c i ¢
without a permit from the Fish and Game Commission, and such take may only occur pursuant to
scientific research or in connection with an authorized Natural Community Conservation Plan
(NCCP) . No Ai nci de redspdciestisallowed. of fully protect

CESA Sections 2080 through 2085 address the taking of threatened, endangered, or candidate
species by stating, ANo person shall import i
purchase, or sell within this statmy species, or any part or product thereof, that the Commission
determines to be an endangered species or a threatened species, or attempt any of those acts, except
as otherwise provided in this chapter, the Native Plant Protection Act (CFGC Sectioiis 1900
1913), or the California Desert Native Plants

Section 2081(b) and (c) of the Fish and Game Code authorizes take of endangered, threatened, or
candidate species if take is incidental to otherwise lawtitigcand if specific criteria are met.

In such cases, CDFW issues the applicant an incidental take permit, which functions much like an
incidental take statement in the federal context. Sections 2081(b) and (c) also require CDFW to
coordinate consultatie with USFWS for actions involving federally listed species that are also
statelisted species. In certain circumstances, Section 2080.1 of CESA allows CDFW to adopt a
federal incidental take statement or a 10(a) permit as its own, based on its fihdirtgs federal

permit adequately protects the species and is consistent with state law. As mentioned above,
CDFW may not issue a Section 2081(b) incident e
The Fish and Game Code lists the fully protedpécies in Section 3511 (birds), Section 4700
(mammals), Section 5050 (reptiles and amphibians), and Section 5515 (fish).
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California Fish and Game Code

Streambed Alteration Agreement

Pursuant taCFGC Section 1602, CDFW regulates all diversionisstructions, or changes to the
natural flow or bed, channel, or bank of any river, stream, or lake that supports fish or wildlife. A
Streambed Alteration Agreement (CFGC Section 1602 et seq.) is required for impacts to
jurisdictional resources, includirggreambeds and associated riparian habitat.

Birds and Mammals

According toCFGCSections 3511 and 4700, which regulate birds and mammals, a fully protected
species may not be taken or possessed. CDFW may not authorize the take of such species except
(1) for necessary scientific research, (2) for the protection of livestock, and (3) when the take
occurs for fully protected species within an approved NCCP

Resident and Migratory Birds

The CFGC provides protection for wildlife species. It states that no mdsiniérds, reptiles,

amphi bians, or fish species |isted as fully pr.
CDFW affords protection over the destruction of nests or eggs of native bird species (CFGC Section
3503), and it states that bods in the orders of Falconiformes or Strigiformes (birds of prey) can be

taken, possessed, or destroyed (CFGC Section 3503.5). CDFW cannot issue permits or licenses that
authorize the take of any fully protected species, except under certain ciraga®siach as scientific

research and live capture and relocation of such species pursuant to a permit for the protection of
livestock (CFGC Section 3511). Separate from federal and state designations of species, CDFW
designates certain vertebrate specieS@ecies of Special Concern based on declining population

levels, limited ranges, and/or continuing threats that have made them vulnerable to extinction.

California Native Plant Protection Act

The Native Plant Protection Act of 1977 (CFGC Sedib®0Q 1913) directed CDFW to carry

out the |l egislaturebés intent to fipreserve, pr
State. 0 The Native Plant Protection Act gave t
to designate naeredopbantis aage, Geaddndgo prot ec
from take. When CESA was passed in 1984, it expanded on the original Native Plant Protection
Act , enhanced |l egal protection for pl ant s, |
i e n d an geciesaaparallsl FESA. CESA categorized all rare animals as threatened species
under CESA, but did not do so for rare plants, which resulted in three listing categories for plants

in California: rare, threatened, and endangered. The Native Plant Prot&ctiremains part of

the California Fish and Game Code, and mitigation measures for impacts to rare plants are
specified in a formal agreement between CDFW and project proponents.
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Porter—Cologne Water Quality Control Act

The PorteirCologne Water QualitControl Act protects water quality and the beneficial uses of
water. It applies to surface water and groundwater. Under this law, the State Water Resources
Control Board develops statewide water quality plans, and the Regional Water Quality Control
Boards (RWQCBSs) develop regional basin plans that identify beneficial uses, water quality
objectives, and implementation plans. The RWQCBSs have the primary responsibility to implement
the provisions of statewide plans and basin plans. Waters regulated undertéieCBlogne

Water Quality Control Act include isolated waters that are not regulated by ACOE. Developments
with impacts to jurisdictional waters must demonstrate compliance with the goals of the act by
developing stormwater pollution prevention plans &®®), standard urban stormwater mitigation
plans, and other measures to obtain a Clean Water Act Section 401 certification.

California Environmental Quality Act

CEQA requires identification of a projreegt 6s p:
and feasible mitigation measures and alternatives that could avoid or reduce significant impacts.
CEQA Guideline 15380(b)(1) defines endangered animals or plants as species or subspecies whose

Asurvival and reproduct i oopardy fnom orie er nwre Icadisesa r e |
including loss of habitat, change in habitat, overexploitation, predation, competition, disease, or
ot her factorso (14 CCR 15000 et seqg. ) . A rar

15380(b)(2) as a speciesthat ough not presently threatened
small numbers throughout all or a significant portion of its range that it may become endangered

i f iIts environment wWor sens,; or € [t]he speci
forexeeable future throughout all or a significant portion of its range and may be considered
0t hreatenedd as that term is used in the fede

or plant may be presumed to be endangered, rare, or threatenaeefst the criteria for listing,

as defined further in CEQA Guideline 15380(c)
potentially significant impacts on riparian habitats (such as wetlands, bays, estuaries, and marshes)
and other sensitive natlreommunities, including habitats occupied by endangered, rare, and
threatened species.

2.3.2.3 Local Regulations

East County Multiple Species Conservation Program

The Countyhas prepared reliminary planning mafor thefuture East CountyMSCPPlan. The
intent of preparing the East CoumMy\sCPPlan is to create a large, connected preserve system that
addresses the regional habitat needs for multiple sp&dieduture East CountyMSCP Plan
would cover approximately 1.6 million acres within tha&stern unincorporated portion of the San
Diego County. The Cleveland National Forest is located along the western boundaryksdghe
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CountyMSCP Plan area. ThHeast CountyMSCP Plan area is bounded by Riverside County to
the north, Imperial County ondteast, and Mexico to the south. Tribal lands will be excluded from
the East CountyMSCP PlanPreparation of a futureast CountyMSCP Plan is a cooperative
effort among the County of San Diego, USFVE8d CDFW. Authority for this process comes
from the @lifornia Natural Community Conservation Planning Act and Section 10(a) of FESA
that addresses habitat conservation plans.

TheProject sitas located within the East County MSCP Plan area (Fig##, Regional Context).

A preliminary planning map hagén completed for the East County MSCP. According to this map,
the Project sites primarily within Agriculture or Natural Upland outside of the Focused Conservation
Area, which suggests that the area has regional conservation value (Figire 2.3

Projeds within the East County MSCP planning area were subject to a Planning Agreement (2014)
between the County, the CDFW, and USFWS for the East County MSCP; however, the Planning
Agreement has expired. The County anticipates a new Planning Agreementiwifilaee later

in 2020. The Planning Agreement is intended to determiReojosed Pject approval would

have an effect on the preparation and approval of the future East County MSCP. The Planning
Agreement would outline preliminary conservation objexgifor the future East County MSCP.

In addition to the preliminary conservation objectives, the Planning Agreement would identify an
interim Proposed Projectview process.

County Resource Protection Ordinance

The RPO, administered by the County of Saegb, regulates biological and other natural
resources within the County. These resources include wetlands, wetland buffers, floodways,
floodplain fringe, steep slope lands, sensitive habitat lands, and significant prehistoric or historic
sites. Generallythe ordinance stipulates that no impacts may occur to wetlands except for
scientific research, removal of diseased or invasive exotic plant species, wetland creation and
habitat restoration, revegetation and management projects, and crossings of \ietlapalds,
driveways, or trails/pathways when certain conditions are met. The same exemptions apply to
impacts to wetland buffer areas and improvements necessary to protect adjacent wetlands.
Sensitive habitat landgipportunique vegetation communitidgbitat ofsensitive species, lands
essential to the healthy functioning of a balanced natural ecosyetei; wildlife corridors.

Impacts to sensitive habitat lands are permitted when impacts have been reduced as much as
possible and mitigation providest least an equal benefit to the affected species (County of
SanDiego 2012).

RPO Wetlands

The RPO, Section 86.602(p), defines wetlands as (County of San Diego 2007):
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Lands having one or more of the following attributes:

1 Atleast periodically, the langlipports a predominance of hydrophytes (plants whose habitat
is water or very wet places);

The substratum is predominantly undrained hydric soil; or

An ephemeral or perennial stream is present, whose substratum is predominagaly, non
and such lands ctiibute substantially to the biological functions or values of wetlands in
the drainage system.

Wetlands are not lands which have the attributes specified above solely due -tbaden
structures (e.g., culverts, ditches, road crossings, or agriculturdsgpqnovided that the Director
of Planning and Development Services determines that they:

1 Have negligible biological function or value as wetlands even if restored to the extent
feasible; and,

1 Do not have substantial or locally important populations otlamel dependent
sensitive species.

Lands are also not considered wetland if they have been degraded by past legal land disturbance
activities, to the point that they meet the following criteria as determined by the Director of
Planning and Development Seres:

Have negligible biological function or value as wetlands;
Are small and geographically isolated from other wetland systems;

1
1
9 Are not vernal pools; and,

1 Do not have substantial or locally important populations of wetland dependent
sensitive species.

According to Sec. 86.604, the RPO restricts specific development on wetlands to include
aquaculture; scientific research and educational or recreational uses; wetland creation and habitat
restoration. In addition, the ordinance requires that a wetland lgfferovided to further protect

the wetland resources. Improvements necessary to protect the adjacent wetlands and those uses
allowed within the actual wetland are the only allowed uses within the buffer. Section 86.604 goes
on to speci f yno ndtibdseffrwetlands and any impacts to wetlands shall be
mitigated at a minimum ratio of 3:10 (County
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RPO Sensitive Habitat Lands
The RPO, Section 86.602(p), defines Sensitive Habitat Lands as (County of San Diego 2007):

Land whichsupports unique vegetation communities, or the habitats of rare or
endangered species or sgjiecies of animals or plants as defined by Section 15380
of the State California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines (14 Cal.
Admin. Code Section 15000 etq.), including the area which is necessary to
support a viable population of any of the above species in perpetuity, or which is
critical to the proper functioning of a balanced natural ecosystem or which serves
as a functioning wildlife corridor.

AUné quegetation communityo refers to associ
or substantially depleted. These may contain rare or endangered species, but other

species may be included because they are unusual or limited due to a number of factors,

for example: (a) they are only found in the San Diego region; (b) they are a local
representative of a species or association of species not generally found in San Diego

County; or (c) they are outstanding examples of the community type as identified by

the Calfornia Department of Fish and Game listing of community associations.

According to Section 86.604, development, grading, grubbing, clearing or any other activity or use
damaging to sensitive habitat lands is prohibited. However, development may be alltteveall

feasible measures necessary to protect and preserve the sensitive habitat lands are required as a
condition of permit approval and where mitigation provides an equal or greater benefit to the
affected species (County of San Diego 2007).

2.3.3 Analysis of Project Impacts and Determination as to Significance
2.3.3.1 Definition of Impacts

This section defines the types of impacts considered in this report to analyze the potential effects of the
Proposed Project on biological resources. These imgactiscussed in more detail as follows.

Direct Impacts

Direct impacts include short term, constructiehated impacts as well as permanent impacts,
which refer to the 100% loss of a biological resouieectimpactswere quantified by overlaying

the MUP boundaryover the mapped biological resources guodntifying impactsKigure 2.36,

Impacts tovegetation Communiteeand Land Coversind Jurisdictional Delineatipand Figure

2.37, Impactsto Biological Resourcgs The MUP boundary includes all es of potential
disturbance (including areas cleared and/or graded for construction and decommissioning of the
Project site).Impacts related to esite development of the Proposed Project would occur on
approximatelyg43acres.
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Indirect Impacts

Indirectimpactsr e sul t from adver s e -tefmeimtigeet impdcts elatédso, 0 e i
construction, or longerm, chronic indirect impacts associated with the location of urban
development in proximity to biological resources within natural areasn@udnstruction of the
Proposed Project, shedrm indirect impacts may include dust and noise, which could temporarily

di srupt habitat and speciesd vitality; change
increased human activity; and caumstionrelated chemical pollutants. However, all Proposed
Project grading would be subject to restrictions and requirements that address erosion and runoff,
including the federal Clean Water Act and the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System,
andpreparation of a SWPPP and Standard Urban Stormwater Management Plan. These programs
are expected to minimize Proposed Project impacts with respect to erosion/runoff, and the potential
impacts from chemical pollutants. Lotgrm indirect impacts to proped preserve areas may

include generation of fugitive dust, intrusions by humans and domestic pets, noise, lighting,
invasion by exotic plant and wildlife species, effects of toxic chemicals (fertilizers, pesticides,
herbicides, and other hazardous matsyjalrban runoff from developed areas, litter, fire, habitat
fragmentation, and hydrologic changes.

Cumulative Impacts

Cumulative impactsefer to incremental individual environmental effects of two or more projects
when considered together. These impacts taken individually may be minor but become collectively
significant as they occur over time.

Project Effects

The Proposed Project is ala energy generation and storage facility, which includes a switchyard
that would be transferred to San Diego Gas & Electric (SDG&E) after construction. For the purposes
of this analysis, the switchyard (as described in Chapt@rdect Descriptionof this EIR) is a
component of the Proposed Project and has been analyzed as part of the whole of the action. However,
the EIR highlights the specific analysis of the switchyard under each threshold of significance in the
event that responsible agencies hat#)A obligations related to the switchyard.

The Countyébés Guidelines for Determining Sign
guestions posed in Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelime2018, the CEQA Guidelines were

updated and several of the quess listed in Appendix G were revised, deleted or modifidu
Countybds Guidelines for Determining Signific
amendmentsAccordingly, this EIR analyzes the impacts from BPr@posedProject using the

C o u n t ydélises fGruDetermining Significance and the questions posed in Appendith&e

the questions in Appendi x G have not been revi
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Significance are identified and analyzed/here the questions in Appendix Gave been
significantly altered or additional questions have been pose®rtpwsed® r oj ect 6 s | mpac
analyzed as against the questions in Appendix G and, to the extent they remain consistent with
Appendi x G, the Countyodgnficance.del i nes for Deter

Impacts from Open Space Easement

Thedesignation of then-site open space easement would result in a significant unavoidable impact to
mineralsresources Pur suant to CEQA Guidelines A 15126. 4
or moresignificant effects in addition to those that would be caused by the project as proposed, the effects

of the mitigation measure shall be discussed but in less detalil than the significant effects of the project as
pr o p oAs digtussed in further detail iM-BI-3 (Habitat Preservation), will cause a potentially

significant impact to any mineral resources underlying the open space easemeRteasasefer to

Section 2.8, Mineral Resourcés; a discussion of the mitgato n measur eds potenti al

The designation of th@nsite biological open space easements is in agonoewwvi t h t he Coun
Guidelines for Determining Significance, Section B/Aich states thain-site open space should only

be i ncl utbkodts moflerate vakie biolsgical resources angific factors dictate that-on

site mitigaton would be biologicallviabled. The biological open space will preserve in perpetuity 435

acres of habitat, located immediataljjacento existingpreseve lands located west of the project site
thatplay a vital role in reducing impacts to biological resources.

The onsite mitigation area has been designed to maximize its biological function as part of a wildlife
corridor and to sustain habitat connétti According to the San Diego County Biological Mitigation
Ordinance, the mitigation site is a Biological Resource Core area as it is located within the limits of the
future East County MSCP Plan Area. The various habitats included in the biologicsphape easement

will provide a similar biological function and value as the habitat being impadigtbut the onsite

mitigation area, the project would not provide for the preservation of a local linkage. Instead, this area
could be developed and courdpact wildlife movement by fragmentinigesehabitat areas. Through

the biological open space easement and the existing SDG&E easements, the proposed project would
maintain movement along welkgetated areas (i.e., the mesgddeninated floodplain) asell as along

the drainages that serve as natural wildlife movement areas between the Jacumba Peaks area to the west
and the mountains to the north. Without providing for {@ygh protection of this corridor and opening,

wildlife traveling east to west nibr of the project could be funneled towat@l &nd forced to cross the
highway at gradd?reserving these areas also maintains continuity in habitat between state park lands to
the west and BLM lands to the north and east, permitting wildlife movemengsitioese larger habitat
complexes. Without these open space easements, the Project site outside of the MUP boundary is subject
to future development, which could prevent the preservation of these high value biological resources.
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In addition, the open spatocation is within the future East County MSCP Plan Area, which has a stated
intent to create a large, connected preserve system that addresses the regional habitat needs for multiple
species. This mitigation area includes suitable foraging habitatuitiple wildlife species, such as
tricolored blackbirgdand supportgesert saltbrush scrub, desert sink scrub, disturbed freshwater marsh,
mesquite bosque, Sonoran mixed woody and succulent scrub, unvegetated channel, and fallow
agriculture. The mitigatio lands also support two spees#htus plant species: pygmy lotus and sticky
geraeand will conservall of thejurisdictional aquatic resourcegpped on site

2.3.3.2 Candidate, Sensitive, or Special-Status Species

Guidelines for the Determination of Significance

For the purpose of thisection and because the Appendix G questions relating to Biological
Resources were no substantially revised in 2Gh8 Couh y 6 s Gui del i nes for
Significanceand Report Format and Content RequiremeBitdogical Resource€Countyof San
Diego2010 was used to evaluatirect, indirect,and cumulative impastforthe ProposedrBject

Each general subject area is broken into more specific County guidelntkkettered accordingly,

to provide additional claritgn this complex resource topic.

A significant impact would result if:

The project wouldhave a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on a candidate, sensitive, or spestetius species listed in local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations, or by tt@&DFW or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servidg@ SFWS)

A. The project would impact one or more individuals of a species listed as federally or state
endangered or threatened.

B. The project would impact an esite population of a County List A or B plant species, or a
County Group 1 animal species, or a specig¢edigs a state Species of Special Concern
(SSC). Impacts to these species are considered significant; however, impacts of less than
5% of the individual plants or of the sen:
considered less than significahtibiologically based determination can be made that the
project would not have a substantial adverse effect on the locatdamgsurvival of that
plant or animal taxon.

C. The project would impact the local logrm survival of a County List C or D plaspecies
or a County Group 2 animal species.

D. The project may impact arroyo toad aestivation, foraging, or breeding habitat. Any
alteration of suitable habitat within 1 kilometer (3,280 feet) in any direction of occupied
breeding habitat or suitable strea@gments (unless very steep slopes or other barriers
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constrain movement) could only be considered less than significant if a biologically based
determination can be made that the project would not impact the aestivation or breeding
behavior of arroyo toax

. The project would impact golden eagle habitat. Any alteration of habitat within 4,000 feet

of an active golden eagle nest could only be considered less than significant if a biologically
based determination can be made that the project would not saNsstantially adverse
effect on the londerm survival of the identified pair of golden eagles.

. The project would result in the loss of functional foraging habitat for raptors. Impacts to

raptor foraging habitat is considered significant; however, impddess than 5% of the
raptor foraging habitat on a project site may be considered less than significant if a
biologically based determination can be made that the project would not have a substantial
adverse effect on the local lotgrm survival of anyaptor species.

. The project would impact the viability of a core wildlife area, defined as a large block of

habitat (typically 500 acres or more not limited to project boundaries, although smaller
areas with particularly valuable resources may also bedsmesi a core wildlife area) that
supports a viable population of a sensitive wildlife species or supports multiple wildlife
species. Alteration of any portion of a core habitat could only be considered less than
significant if a biologically based determation can be made that the project would not
have a substantially adverse effect on the core area and the species it supports.

. The project would cause indirect impacts, particularly at the edge of proposed development

adjacent to proposed or existingde\eloped landsr other natural habitat areas, to levels

that would likely harm sensitive species over the long term. The following issues should
be addressed in determining the significance of indirect impacts: increasing human access;
increasing predatioor competition from domestic animals, pests, or exotic species;
altering natural drainage; and increasing noise and/or nighttime lighting to a level above
ambient that has been shown to adversely affect sensitive species.

The project would impact occupiedirrowing ow! habitat.

. The project would impact occupied cactus wren habitat, or formerly occupied coastal

cactus wren habitat that has been burned by wildfire.

. The project would impact occupied Hermes copper habitat.

L. The project would impact nesting sussef the following sensitive bird species through grading,

clearing, firefuel modification, and/or other noiggnerating activities such as construction.

Species Breeding Season
Coastal cactus wren February 1&roughugust 15
Least Bell's vireo March 1%tougtSeptember 15
Southwestern willow flycatcher May througltSeptember 1
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Species Breeding Season
Treenesting raptors January 1throughuly 15
Grounghesting raptors February througluly 15
Golden eagle January throughuly 31
Lighffooted clapper rail February lthrougtseptember 30

Analysis

Specialstatus species are those species that have been given special recognition by federal, state,
or local conservation agencies and organizations due to limited, declining, or threatened population
sizesCandidate species are eligible for listing as federal or state threatened or endangered species.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline A
Quino Checkerspot Butterfly

One Quino checkerspot butterfly was obserwgtiin the Project siteluring a rare plant suey

on April 10, 2019, by a biologist possessing a recovery permit for this species pursuant to Section
10(a)(1)(A) of the federal ESA. The observation was in the soutlpeesdn of the Project site

on a small hilltop nectaring on goldfields and redsstonkss bill as showrin Figure2.3-2. No

Quino checkerspot butterflies were observed during the focused protocol surveys in 2019. There
is a known Quino checkerspot populatipproximatelyone mile west of theProject site near
Jacumba Peak. This inddual was likely using thBrojectsite for nectar while traveling between
locations and/or investigating the hilltop. With the absence of host plants in close proximity to the
Quino checkerspot butterfly observation, females would not stay and malesnebstdke out a
territory. Any future use of this hilltop by Quino checkerspot butterflies wbkddly have the
sameresult (nectar, investigate, and continue to another location). Since the known populations
are located west of tH&ojectsite, travel $ assumed to be between the western side éfrthject
siteandto thewest to suitable habitat and known populations.

Two locations of Chinese houses (host plaiots Quino checkerspot butterjly each with
approximatelyone to19 individuals, were mapgein the northwest portion of theroject site
(Figure2.3-7).

The Proposed Project has bedesigned to avoid the hill where the Quino checkerspot butterfly

was observed and the two locations of Chinese houseB.Thep os ed Pr ojslecattdd s MUP
approximately 1.5 kilometers from the host plant locations. Therefore, there are no permanent
direct impacts to Quino checkerspot butterfly. Due to the lack of host plants near the Quino
checkerspot butterfly sighting, and the distance ofptioposed development footprifrtom the

hill (approximately 150 feet), no indirect impacts to this species is anticipated, such as dust,
construction noisegr lighting. No workwould be conducted within this area, and the hill is

situated at an elevationdhier than the impact area, which provides an additiounfédr.
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Therewould beno direct or indirect impacts to Quino checkerspot butterfly
Impact BI-W-2: Impactsto Tricolored Blackbird

Tricolored blackbirds were observed foraging, but not nestinghensouthern portion of the
Project site in April 2019. No tricolored blackbirds were observed in 2018 despite surveys
conducted along the southern portion of Breject site Tricolored blackbirds nest occasionally

at the pond imdjacentlacumbadot Spings. The pond is locatexpproximately 0.5 miles west of
the Project site According to Beedy et al. (2018), tricolored blackbirds typically forage within 5
kilometers (3 miles) of a colony sit€herefore,Dudek reviewed the vegetation data (SANGIS
2019) within a 3mile radius of the nesting sitéhé pondlocated west of thé&roject sit¢ to
determine the amount of suitable foraging habitat available in-théeJoraging rangeBased on
potential foraging habitat described in Beedy et al. (2GL&abe foraging habitat includes
grasslands, irrigated pasture, grain fields, shallow wetlands, and alkali scrub jAbibéd<et al.

2015 Beedy 2008Beedy and Hamilton 1997; Meese 20I3)ereare approximately 2,100 acres

of suitablegrassland, agricuital, and akali scruforaging habitat within the United States and up
to an additional 4,400 acres of suitable habitat in Mexico within 4m#e3radius.Of the 2,100
acres of suitable available habitat, approximately 530 acres are \ettenal BLM, Naure
Conservancyand StateParkowned and managed landsa aerial review of land within the 3

mile radius buffer shows open flatter land suitable for tricolored blackbird foraging in Mexico.
Additionally, biologists observed tricolored blackbirds flyingck and forth between the United
States and Mexico.

In addition, postconstruction studies for solar projects have shown species that are known to
forage in an area are likely to continue to forage in the area after construction (Sinha et al. 2018).
Therefore, tricolored blackbirds may forage in areas within the proposed solar facility where
seeding allows for herb growth and habitat for insects on which they forage.

The ProposedProject would impact593.5 acrepotental foraging habita{refer to Table2.3-3,
Permanent Impacts to Spee&thtus Wildlife Species Present within the Project Site or with High
Potential to Occyrapproximately half of which is in the northern portion of ieject sewhere
tricolored blackbirds were not observed. Of tb&ltimpactsto foraging habitat48.52 acres of
suitable foraging habitatould be hardscape (i.e., access roads and substation). Given the amount
of available foraging habitat withithree miles of the nest locatiom the United Statesand
additioral foraging habitat within Mexicampacts to potential foraging habitaithin the Project
sitewould not preclude this species from successfully nesting in the region.

A total of 593.5 acres of suitable foraging habitat would be directly impacted ag afrtdimiProposed
Project (refer to Tabl2.3-3). Althoughpotential direct impacts to tricolored blackbée expected to
bemi ni mal , the Countyods guidelines s ts@nifieantt hat
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impact Direct impacts to tricolored blackbird would petentially significant (Impact BI-W-2). A

total of approximately 424.8 acres of suitable foraging habitat for tricolored blackbird occurs within
the proposediological open space easemeiithin the Projecsite, including desert saltbush scrub,

desert sink scrub, disturbed freshwater marsh, mesquite bosque, Sonoran mixed woody and succulent
scrub unvegetated channel, and fallow agriculture.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline B
Special-Status Plant Species (County List A and B Species)
Impact BI-SP-1: Temporary Direct Impacts to Speci&8tatus Plant Species

Shortterm, constructiomelated, or temporary direct impacts to spestatus plantat the edge of
the development footprint and nompacted areas interface could primarily result from
construction activities. There are no planned temporary impacts associated waitoplosed
Project. Clearing, trampling, or grading of speatdtus phnts, if they occur, outside of designated
construction zones could occur in the absence of avoidance and mitigation mdasupeEsary
direct impacts to speciztatus plant species would petentiallysignificant(Impact Bl -SP-1).

Impact BI-SP-2: Permanent Direct Impacts to Specigtatus Plant Species
(County List A and B)

Long term, or permanent, direct impacts to spestiaius plant species were quantified by
comparing the impact footprint with the occurrence ddata for each spttiad plant sgries.
There are direct impacts to two spedtdtus species (see Tabl2 6f the Biological Resources
Technical Report included #&gppendixD): pygmy lotus(1 individuat 10099 and sticky geraea
(43 individualswith 21 plants being impacted8%). Dired impacts to pygmy lotus and sticky
geraea would bpotentially significant (Impact BI-SP-2).

Special-Status Wildlife Species (County Group 1 or State SSC)
Impact BI-W-1: Temporary Direct Impacts to Habitat for Speci&tatus Wildlife Species

Loss of County Group 1 or state SSC animals (i.e., California glossy snake, San Diego tiger

whiptail, San Diego banded gecko, red di amond
hawk, sharpshinned hawk (foraging habitat), southern Californiaousicrowned sparrow,
burrowing owl, golden eagl e, tuBgwuliuedasage sSwpiaft

northern harrier, loggerhead shrike, pallid bat, northwestern San Diego pocket mouse, pallid San
Diego pocket mouse, San Diego bldaked jackrabbit, San Diego desert woodrat, Jacumba
pocket mouse, and American badger) and/or suitable habitat from constretaimal activities

would result in shorterm direct impactsThese temporary direct impaet®uld bepotentially
significant (Impact BI-W-1).
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Impact BI-W-2: Permanent Direct Impacts to Habitat for Speci&itatus Wildlife Species

Long-term or permanent direct impacts on spestatus wildlife species (i.e., California glossy

snake, Samiego tiger whiptail, San Diego banded geckog d di amond rattl esna
horned | i zard, -shoreeghhawkdferaginghabitat), ssutherr Galifornia rufous
crowned sparrowb ur r owi ng owl , gol den eagl e, tBkey | 6s s
vulture,V a u x 6 snortharnhdrrier, loggerhead shrike, northwestern San Diego pocket mouse,

pallid San Diego pocket mouse, San Diego biladled jackrabbit, San Diego desert woodrat,
Jacumba pocket mouse, and American badger) were quantified by comparing the MUP boundary
with suitable habitat for wildlife species (Tabh®3-3). Implementation of thé&roposedProject

would result in the direct loss of habitat, including foraging habitat, for some of the County Group

1, Group 2, and/or SSC speci€®ermanent direct impacts to habifat specialstatus wildlife

species would bpotentially significant (Impact Bl-W-2).

Golden Eagle

Two golden eagles were observed flying overRha@ectsite during the 2019 Quincheckerspot
butterfly surveys. They did not circle, forage, or land on any part ¢kthectsite. Golden eagles

are known to nest in the region, including at Table Mountain, which is approximately 2 miles
northeast of th&roject site(USFWS 2019)The eastern portion oRound Mountain is located
within the Project site. yolden eagle nest record on the northern side of Round Mountain. This
nest was described as an intact cliff nest occupied by common ravens in 2012 (USFWS 2019).
This nest location, ahg with other crags on Round Mountain, was surveyed in April 2018 and
February 2019; ravens and r&iled hawks were observed nesting in these aBea®nor more

years with no nesting is a strong indicator that this territory has been abandone&tofsideund
Mountain, there is no suitable nesting habitat (i.e., large trees or wlitfsp the Project site
Accordingly, there would be no impacts to nesting habitat associated wiEnahesedProject
However, he ProposedProject would impact 640 acres of suitable foraging habitat for the
species (Table2.3-3). Permanent directmpact to golden eagle foraging habitat woulte
potentially significant (Impact BI-W-2).

Burrowing Owl

Burrowing owls were not found occupying ti¥oject site during the breeding season. As
described in Sectio?.3.1.6 SpecialStatus Animal Speciethe two observations during 2018 and

2019 surveys indicate that the species mayaysertion of the Project siia the winter. Both of

the observations wetecated in the southeastgoortion of the Projectsite. The County defines
occupied burrowing owl habitat as fAany | and
including foraging, or that is known to have been used at any time during the payetnsedf
burrowing owls are using the habitat, it is considered Occupied Habitat for the calendar year of
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the observation or survey and t he fThéréfamzewi ng t
the Proposed Project wialiresult inimpacts to 14.2acres of occupietburrowing avl habitat
(Figure2.3-7). Impacts to burrowing owl would kgotentially significant (Impact BI-W-2).

AlthoughtheProposedProject would impact existinguitableundevelopedoraging habitat, post
construction, burrowing owlgotentially maystill forage within thedevelopedsolarfacility. The
vegetationwithin the solar faciity would be maintained &b inches for fire protection purposes
which leavepotentialhabitatbeneath the solar panéts foraging.For example, buawing owls

were observed perching on the ground and are likely to use some of the existifargiasites

for foraging according to the Western Burrowing Owl Relocation Plan for the Maricopa Sun Solar
Project in Kern County, California (Quad Krizd14). Additionally, burrowing owls were detected
during postconstruction monitoring for the California Valley Solar Ranch (H.T. Harvey &
Associates 2014) and Topaz Solar Farms (Althouse and Meade 2014acbtees.

Impact BI-W-3: Permanent Direcimpacts on Nesting Birds

If any active nests or the young of nesting County Group 1 and/or SSC bird species are impacted
through direct grading, these impacts would be significant, based on the BITFAsh and Game

Code The ProposedProject could alsoeasult in direct impacts on birds during clearing and
grubbing of vegetation in preparation for constructidimect impacts on nesting birds would be
potentially significant (Impact BI-W-3).

Impact BI-W-4: Permanent Direct Impacts on Maternity Bat Roosts

Yuma myotis, gllid bat and westar smallfooted myotishavea high potential to roost in the
abandoned buildings dhe Projecsite These buildings are proposeds® demolished as part of
theProposedProject If there were a maternity roost in a building, impacts on that roost site would
be potentially significant (Impact BI-W-4).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline C
Special-Status Plant Species (County List C and D Species)
Impact BI-SP-1: Temporary Direct Impacts to Speciabtatus Plant Species

Shortterm, constructiomelated, or temporary direct impacts tme speciaistatus plard

Pal mer 6 s ¢ (Cauptp List Dpgcbutd @dcurat the edge of the development footprint

andthe nonimpacted areas intiace could primarily result from construction activitesch as

dustPal mer 6s gr appl i ngstabus Blantithat od¢clreewitronn300yfeetsoptieec i a |
development footprintmpact s on Pal mer 6s grapplinghsok out
could occur from clearing, trampling, or gradimptential temporary direct impacts to special

status plant species would petentially significant (Impact BI-SP-1).

October 2020 10743
JVR Energy Park Project Draft EIR 2.3-50




2.3 Biological Resources

Impact BI-SP-2: Permanent Direct Impacts to Speci&tatus Plant Species

No County List C plants were observedthin the Projectite. Therewould beno impacts to
County List D plantsfrom the Proposed Proje¢tee Table & of the Biological Resources
Technical Report included @gppendixD to the EIR.

Special-Status Wildlife Species (County Group 2)
Impact BI-W-1: Temporary Direct Impacts to Habitat for Speci8tatus Wildlife Species

Loss of County Group 2 or other specwlt at us species (i.e., rosy
California horned lark, merlin, bladkiled ghatcatcherwestern smalfooted myotis,Yuma

myotis, and mule deer) and/&uitable habitat, from constructiwalated activities would result in
shortterm direct impacts that would lpetentially significant (Impact BI-W-1).

Impact BI-W-2: Permanent Drect Impacts to Habitat for Specigbtatus Wildlife Species

Long-term or permanent direct impacts on County Group 2 or other sgéatias wildlife species

(1 .e., rosy boa, Costads hummi n-@iled gnakcatch€,a |l i f or
western smalfooted myotis,Yuma myotis, and mule deer) were quantified by comparing the

MUP boundary with suitable habitat for wildlife species (Tabl@3). Implementation of the
ProposedProjectwould result in the direct loss of habitat, includiogaging habitat, for some of

the County of San Diego Group 2 or other spestiatus speciesvhich would be gotentially

significant impact (mpact Bl-W-2).

Impact BI-W-3: Permanent Direct Impacts on Nesting Birds

The MBTA prohibits the take of any gratory bird or any part, nest, or eggs of any such bird. Under
the MBTA, Atakeo i s defined as pursui ng, hun
attempting to commit any of these acté (USC 703 et seg.Note that impacts on habitat do not
constitute take under this definition unless such impacts result in death of a migratory bird.
Additionally, Executive Order 13186, Responsibilities of Federal Agencies to Protect Migratory Birds,
requires that any project with federal involvement addrepscts of federal actions on migratory

birds with the purpose of promoting conservation of migratory bird populaB6risR 38583856.

The executive order requires federal agencies to work with USFWS to develop a memorandum of
understanding. USFWS rews actions that might affect these species. Permanent direct impacts on
nesting birds could result if active nests or the young of nesting County Group 1 and/or SSC bird
species are impacts through direct grading or clearing and grubbing in preparatamstasction.

This impact would beotentially significant (Impact BI-W-3).
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Impact BI-W-4: Permanent Direct Impacts on Maternity Bat Roosts

Yuma myotis pallid bat, and western smdtloted myotishavea high potential to roost in the
abandoned buildingsn site, whichwould be demolished as part of tReoposedProject If there
were a maternity roost in a building, impacts on that roost site woytdteatially significant
(Impact BI-W-4).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline D

There are no known arroyo toad records withinRhgect siteor vicinity; and theres not suitable
habitat for the species as thare no third order stream channels present withifPtbgct site
Therefore, the Proposed Project would hagempacton arroyo toad aestivation, foraging, or
breeding habitat.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline E

There is a golden eagle nest record on the northern side of Round Mountain. This nest was
described as an intact cliff nest in 2012, but was occupied by comavens (USFWS 2019).

This nest location, along with other crags on Round Mountain, was surveyed in April 2018 and
February 2019. No golden eagles were obsemestingonthe Projecsite; ravens and retgiled

hawks were observed nesting in these arAasdescribed above, seven or more years with no
nesting is a strong indicator that this territory has been abandoned. Golden eagles are known to
nest at Table Mountain, which is approximately 2 miles northeast dPritject site(USFWS

2019). Due to ldc of recent nesting by golden eagles in this area, there wouhd lrpacts

within 4,000 feet of an active golden eagle nest.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline F
Impact BI-W-2: Permanent Direct Impacts to Habitat for Speci&tatus Wildlife Species

Foraging habitat for raptors is present throughoutRhgect site The Proposed Project would
result in impacts to more than 5% of the raptor foraging habitat, as shoWwabla 2.33.
Therefore, impacts to raptor foraging habitat woulghbeentially significant (Impact BI-W-2).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline G
Impact BI-WLC-1: Temporary Direct Impacts on Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridors

Shortterm, constructiomelated, or temporary direct impacts on potential foraging and breeding
habitat for species that use tReoject site(e.g., speciastatus birds) would primarily result from
construction activitiesmpacts on foraging and breeding habitat outside designated construction zones
could occur from clearing, trampling, or gradifgtential temporary direct impacts on foraging and
breeding habitawithin the Projecsite would begpotentially significant (Impact BI-WLC -1).
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Impact BI-WLC-2: Permanent Direct Impacts to Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridors

The Project site isncluded within a Core Wildlife Area (a large block of habitat that supports
multiple wildlife species), even though the 163%cre property is bordered by the U.S./Mexico
border fence, which may exclude some larger wildlife from moving directly throwgRribject

site The Project site is also a linkage between two blocks of habitat located on either side of the
Projectsite.

TheProposedProject would impadi43 acres of lanavithin the 1,3B-acreProject siteA list of special
status wildlife speciehat were observed or have the potential to occur within the Project site are
included in Appendix E1 of the Biological Resources Technical Report (Apdendithe EIR).This
impactona core wildlife areéor would bepotentially significant (Impact BI-WL -C).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline H
Special-Status Plant Species
Impact BI-SP-3: Temporary Indirect Impacts to Speck8tatus Plant Species

Most of the indirect impacts to vegetation communities described in S&8dh3 Riparian
Habitator Sensitive Natural Communitgan also affect spectatatus plants. Potential shoerm

or temporary indirect impacts to speesshtus plant species in the Projeit¢ would primarily
result from construction activities and include impacts relatem tesulting from the generation

of fugitive dust; changes in hydrology resulting from construction, including sedimentation and
erosion; and the introduction of chemical pollutants (including herbici@ibsgse impacts would

be potentially significant (Impact BI-SP-3).

Impact BI-SP-4: Permanent Indirect Impacts to Speci@tatus Plant Species

Permanent indirect impacts could result from the proximity of the Progesgect to special
status plants after construction. Permanent indirect impactsdbht affect speciadtatus plant
species include generation of chemical pollutants, altered hydrologynative invasive species,
increased human activity, and alteration of the natural fire regithese impacts would be
potentially significan{lmpactBI-SP-4). Each of these potential indirect impacts are discussed in
Section 5.1.2.2f the Biological Resources Technical RepdppgendixD to the EIR) Special
status plant specied the edge of thisiological open space easenidevelopment interfacsould

be impacted by permanent indirect impacts such as those previouslyTistse. impacts would

be potentiallysignificant(Impact BISR-4).
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Special-Status Wildlife Species
Impact BI-W-5: Temporary Indirect Impacts to Specid&tatus Wildlife Species

Shortterm, constructiomelated, or temporary indirect impacts to avian foraging and wildlife
access to foraging or nesting would primarily result from construction activities. Indirect impacts
to sensitive bird species may occur if clearing of vegetaioanducted during the nesting season
for MBTA protected species (generally January 15 through AugusiTBgkeindirectimpacts
would bepotentially significant (Impact BI-W-5).

Impact BI-W-6: Permanent Indirect Impacts to Speci&tatus Wildlife Spees

Potential longterm or permanent indirect impacts to spestatus wildlife species would include ron
native, invasive plant and animal species introduction; habitat fragmentation; increased human
activity; alteration of the natural fire reginatered hydrology; and lighting hese impacts would be
potentially significant (Impact BI-W-8). Lighting for the ProposedProject would be limited to
motion detectolighting at the substation and site entry ways and woulshi@ded and directed
downwad. Therefore, lighting wouldhave aless thansignificant impact on wildlife.Only four
proposed utility poles would provide perches from which avian species may toragg;onsidered

a minor risk for collision due to the small number of poleslesscthan significantimpacts.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline |
Impact BI-W-2: Permanent Direct Impactso Occupied Burrowing Owl Habitat

As described in Sectio2.3.1.6 SpecialStatus Animal Speciesa burrowing owl habitat
assessment and subsequent focused surveys were conducted in 2018 by Dudek biologists within
the Projecsite. During these surveys, one dead burrowing owl was observed within the vicinity
of a burrow showing burrowing owl activite.@., pellets, white wash, as well as claw marks at

the entrance). The grassland areas do not contain suitable friable soils or suitable cover for the
species. Therefore, there are no impacts to occupied burrowing owl habitat. Biologists did not
detect anyother fresh burrowing owl sign or activity at/near the burrow or around the site during
subsequentocusedsurveys.One burrowing owl was observed once in April 2019 during the
Quino checkerspot butterfly surveySherefore, the southeagbrtion of the Roject site is
considered occupied burrowing owl habitdawever it should be noted that subsequent visits to

the occupied habitat in January 2020 did not detect any burrowing owls or burrowing owl sign.
The Proposed Project would result in direopactsto 14.2 acres of occupied burrowing owl
habitat (see Table 2.3), whichwould bepotentially significant (Impact Bl-W-2).
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Project Effects Relevant to Guideline J

TheProjectsite is outside of the range for coastal cactus Wertactus wrens have beggtected in
the Project site and the site does not support occupied coastal cactus wren habitat, or formerly occupied
habitat that has been burned by wildfifaerefore, no impacts relating to this guideline would occur.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline K

No Hermes copper butterfliekycaena herm@shave been detectedthin the Projectsite The
larval host plant (i.e., true limiting factor), spiny redbe®pé&mnus crocgahas not been detected
during biological surveysvithin the Project siteBased on the lack of suitable habitat for this
species, thérojectsiteis not considered occupied Hermes copper butterfly habitat. Thenedore,
impacts related to this guideline would occur.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline L
Impact BI-W-2: Permanern Direct Impacts on Habitat for Specigbtatus Wildlife Species

TheProject sitecontains moderately suitable habitat for tressting raptors (mesquite bosque), as
well as some rocky outcrops and poles. ®Reled hawks were observed nest building on @ine
theexistingpoles andhave also been observed nestinghm rocky outcropsn Round Mountain
(see Figure 23 for nest locations). Impacts on the nesting success oh&geng raptors (i.e.,
redtailed hawk) as a result of habitat removal assediaitith theProposedProjectare anticipated.
There is moderate potential nesting for gromedting raptors (i.e., northern harrier), but this
species has only been observed foragimg nestingwithin the Projectite and the habitat is
marginal and composed prinigrof Russian thistle and other weeds. Northern harriers typically
nest in tall grasses and forbs in marsh/wetland type habitats (Unitt 28ver et al. 1990a
Permanent direct impacts on vegetatmmmunities are described in Tabld 5f AppendixD.
Potential impacts on the nesting success of &ned/or grounehesting raptors associated with the
loss of suitable nesting habitat wouldgmgentially significant (Impact Bl-W-2).

Impact BI-W-5: Temporary Indirect Impacts tdSpeciatStatus Wildlife Species

Temporary indirect impacts on avian foraging and wildlife access to foraging or nesting would
primarily result from construction activitiesuch as noise producing activitielseseimpacts as
discussedhbove arepotentially significant (Impact Bl -W-5).

Due to lack of suitable habitat or range for coastal cactus Wamngylorhynchus brunneicapillus
sandiegensjs , | east Biecb |béllis pusidlugr soathwestern willow flycatcher
(Empidonax traillii extimu coastal California gnatcatché&dlioptila california californicg, and
light-footed clapper railallus longirostris levipgsthese species are not expected to wihin
theProject sitethereforeno impact on the nestig success of those species would result.
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Switchyard

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline A

No federally or statdisted endangered or threatened plant species were observed within the
switchyarddevelopmentootprint; thereforethere are no permanenteitt impacts to federally or
statelisted plants

No federally or statdisted endangered or threatened wildlife species were observed within the
switchyard developmentfootprint. Focused surveys for Quino checkerspot butterfly were
negative.However, trcolored blackbirds were observed foraging within Bmeject sitethough
outside of the switchyardevelopmenfootprint, in April 2019.Based on 2019 observations,
tricolored blackbirdsisethe southwestern portion of tReojectsite for foraging. The switchyard

site does not contain suitableestinghabitat for this species and therefore construction of the
switchyardwould only impact a minimal amount of potential foraging habitat (0.63 adde®)to

the suitable foraging habkit within the switchyardevelopmentootprint and the proximity of the
occurrences, potential direct impacts to tricolored blackhiotild be consideredpotentially
significant (mpact BI-W-2).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline B
Special-Status Plant Species (County List A and B Species)

There are no speciatatus plant populations locatasithin 300 feet of the switchyard
development footprinfThereforeshortterm, constructiomelated, or temporary direct impacts to
specialstatus plant¢CountyList A and B Speciesat the edge of thewitchyarddevelopment
footprint and norimpacted areas interfagéll not occur.

No speciaistatus plants (County List A and B Species) were observed within the switchyard
developmentfootprint; therefore, ngermanent direct impacts to speettus plant species
would occur

Special-Status Wildlife Species (County Group 1 or State SSC)

Loss of County Group 1 or state SSC animals (i.e., California glossy snak®ieggntiger

whiptail, San Diego bandedgecko r ed di amond rattl esnake, Bl ai
hawk, shargshinned hawk[foraging habitdt southern California rufousrowned sparrow,
burrowing owl, golden eagl e, tuBguliuedasage swpiaft

loggeihead shrike, northwestern San Diego pocket mouse, pallid San Diego pocket mouse, San
Diego blacktailed jackrabbit, San Diego desert woodatd Jacumba pocket mouse) and/or
suitable habitat from constructigelated activitiegor the switchyardvould result in shortterm

direct impacts that would h@otentially significant (Impact BI-W-1).
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Long-term or permanent direct impacts on spestatus wildlife species (i.e., California glossy

snake, Samiego tiger whiptail, San Diego banded gecko, red diamoradt t | e s nak e, Bl a
horned | izard, -shoregpmwkibmging Babitdt southdmaCalifornia rufous
crowned sparrowb ur r owi ng owl , gol den eagl e, tBkey | 6s s

vulture,V a u x 6 sloggevwheafl shrikenorthwestern San Diego pocket mouse, pallid San Diego
pocket mouse, San Diego blatzkled jackrabbit, San Diego desert woodaailJacumba pocket
mouse) weredeterminedby comparing theswitchyard sitewith suitable habitat for wildlife
species. Implemeation of theswitchyardwould result in the direct loss of habitat, including
foraging habitat, for some of the County Group 1, Group 2, and/or SSC spesidéing in a
potentiallysignificant impact, absent mitigatiohm(pact Bl -W-2).

If any active nests or the young of nesting County Group 1 and/or SSC bird species are impacted
through direct grading, these impacts would be significant, absent mitigation, based on the MBTA
and Fish and Game CadEherefore, this impact is potentially siicant (Impact Bl -W-3).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline C
Special-Status Plant Species (County List C and D Species)

No specialstatus plant species occur within 300 feet of the switchyard development footprint;
thereforethere are ntemporary direct impacts tespeciaistatusplants

No County List C plants were observetthin the switchyard development footprifithere are
no impacts to County List D plants.

Special-Status Wildlife Species (County Group 2)

Loss of County Group 2 or other spdesat at us species (i .e., rosy
California horned lark, blactailed gnatcatcher, Yuma myotis, and mule deer) and/or suitable
habitat, from constructierelated activitiedor the switchyardvould result in shofterm direct
impactsthat would bepotentially significant (Impact BI-W-1).

Long-term or permanent direct impacts on County Group 2 or other sgtaiias wildlife species

(i .e.., rosy boa, Cost abds h u mtaledcgndtcatchdr, Yuraa | i f o
myotis, aml mule deer) werdeterminedy comparing thewitchyard sitavith suitable habitat for

wildlife species. Implementation of thewvitchyardwould result in the direct loss of habitat,
including foraging habitat, for some of the County of San Diego Groupother speciastatus
specieswhich would be gotentiallysignificant impactlfnpact BI-W-2).
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If any active nests or the young of nesting County Group 2 or other spiatigd bird species are
impacted through direct grading, these impacts woulgdientially significant, based on the
MBTA mitigation (mpact BI-W-3).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline D

There are no known arroyo toad records withinsivéchyarddevelopmentootprint or vicinity;
and there are no third order stream channelseptewithin theswitchyard footprint Therefore,
the switchyardwould havenoimpact on arroyo toad aestivation, foraging, or breeding habitat.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline E

As described abovelue to lack of recent nesting by golden eagldasis area, there would be no
impacts within 4,000 feet of an active golden eagle nest.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline F

Foraging habitat for raptors is present throughout Rngect site, including the switchyard
development footprintOverall, he Proposed Project would result in impacts to more than 5% of
the raptor foraging habitat, as shown in Table2.Bherefore, impacts to raptor foraging habitat
would bepotentiallysignificant(Impact BI-W-2).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline G

Shortterm, constructiomelated, or temporary direct impacts on potential foraging and breeding
habitat for species that use #heitchyarddevelopmentootprint(e.g., speciastatus birds) would
primarily result from construction activitiebmpacts onforaging and breeding habitat outside
designated construction zones could occur from clearing, trampling, or grading. Potential
temporary direct impacts on foraging and breeding habitat wouldobentially significant
(Impact BI-WLC-1)

The switchyardwould impact up tc0.63 acres of landThis impact to populations of wildlife
species would not be significant; therefotieere are no permanent direct impactshabitat
connectivity and wildlife corridors.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline H
Special-Status Plant Species

There are no spectatatus plant species located within 308 feet of the switchyard development
footprint Therefore, there will be no temporary or permanent indirect impacts to sgiatie
plants resulting from constrtion of the switchyard.
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Special-Status Wildlife Species

Shortterm, constructiomelated, or temporary indirect impacts to avian foraging and wildlife
access to foraging or nesting would primarily result from construction actifatidse switchyard
Indirect impacts to sensitive bird species may occur if clearing of vegetation is conducted during
the nesting season for MBTA protected species (generally January 15 through Auglise8a).
impacts would bgotentially significant (Impact BI-W-5).

Potential longterm or permanent indirect impacts to spestatus wildlife species would include
nonnative, invasive plant and animal species introduction; habitat fragmentation; increased
human activity; alteration of the natural fire regime; altengdtdlogy; and lighting Impact Bl -

W-8). Lighting for the switchyardwould be limited tomotion detector lightingand would be
shielded and directed downwarbherefore, lighting wouldhave aless thansignificant impact

on wildlife. Only four proposed utiy poles would provide perches from which avian species may
foragethis isconsidered a minor risk for collision due to the small number of polelessithan
significant impacts.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline |

No burrowing owls have been deted in the switchyardlevelopmenfootprint. Therefore, no
impacts relating to this guideline would occur.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline J

The Project site, including the switchyard site,outside of thigangefor coastal cactus wren
Thereforeno impacts relating to this guideline would occur.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline K

No Hermes copper butterfliesycaena hermgdave been detected in tRmjectsite, including

the switchyard development footprinthe larval host plant (i.etrue limiting factor), spiny
redberry Rhamnus crocgahas not been detected during biological surveys. Based on the lack of
suitable habitat for this species, thwitchyard sites not considered occupied Hermes copper
butterfly habitat. Therefore, nmpacts related to this guideline would occur.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline L

The switchyarddevelopmenfootprint contains moderately suitable habitat for greoadting
raptors.Potential impacts on the nesting success of aird/or grounehestng raptors associated
with the loss of suitable nesting habitat wouldobéentially significant (Impact BI-W-2).
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Temporary indirect impacts on avian foraging and wildlife access to foraging or nesting would
primarily result from construction activitiekor the switchyard. These impacts would be
potentially significant (Impact BI-W-5).

Due to lack of suitable habitat or range for coastal cactus Wemgylorhynchus brunneicapillus
sandiegensjs , | east ®Biecb Ibdllis pusilugr soathwestern iNow flycatcher
(Empidonax traillii extimu coastal California gnatcatché&dlioptila california californicg, and
light-footed clapper railRallus longirostris levip@sthese species are not expected to nest in the
Project site, including the switghrd development footprinthereforeno impact on the nesting
success of those species would result.

2.3.3.3 Riparian Habitat or Sensitive Natural Community

Guidelines for the Determination of Significance

For the purpose of thisection the Coung 6Guidelines for Determining Significaneed Report
Formatand ContentRequirementsBiological Resource@Countyof San Diegd?010 was used

to evaluatehe direct indirect,cumulative impact analysi€ach general subject area is broken
into more speciti County guidelines, and lettered accordingly, to provide additional clarity on this
complex resource topic.

A significant impact would result if:

Theproject wouldhave a substantial adverse effect on riparian habitat or another sensitive natural
communiy identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by’IbEW or USFWS

A. Projectrelated grading, clearing, construction, or other activities would temporarily or
permanently remove sensitive native or naturalized habitat (as listed in Table 5 [County of
San Diego 2010] excluding those without a mitigation ratio) on or offribjectsite. This
Guideline would not apply to small remnant pockets of habitat that have a demonstrated
limited biological value. No de minimus standard is specified under which an impact would
not be significant; however, minor impacts to native ornadized habitat that is providing
essentially no biological habitat or wildlife value can be evaluated on dbygasese basis
to determine whether the projected impact may be less than significant. For example, an
impact to native or naturalized uplandbftat under 0.1 acres in an existing urban setting
may be considered less than significant (depending on a number of factors). An evaluation
of this type should consider factors including, but not limited to, type of habitat, relative
presence or potentifédr sensitive species, relative connectivity with other native habitat,
wildlife species and activity in the project vicinity, and current degree of urbanization and
edge effects in project vicinity, etc. Just because a particular habitat area is ,i$ofated
example, does not necessarily mean that impacts to the area would not be significant (e.g.,
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vernal pools). An area that is disturbed or partially developed may provide a habitat

Ai sl ando that would serve as ra fifaurncchtiipoenlaal g o

migratory species.

. Any of the following will occur to or within jurisdictional wetlands and/or riparian habitats

as defined by U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE), California Department of Fish and
Game (CDFG [now CDFW]), and the Coundy San Diego: removal of vegetation;
grading; obstruction or diversion of water flow; adverse change in velocity, siltation,
volume of flow, or runoff rate; placement of fill; placement of structures; construction of a
road crossing; placement of culveotsother underground piping; any disturbance of the
substratum; and/or any activity that may cause an adverse change in native species
composition, diversity, and abundance.

. The project would draw down the groundwater table to the detrimegtoohdwater

dependent habitat, typically a drop of 3 feet or more from historically low groundwater levels.

. The project would cause indirect impacts, particularly at the edge of proposed development

adjacent to proposed or existing undeveloped lands er n#tural habitat areas, to levels

that would likely harm sensitive habitats over the long term. The following issues should
be addressed in determining the significance of indirect impacts: increasing human access;
increasing predation or competition inodomestic animals, pests, or exotic species;
altering natural drainage; and increasing noise and/or nighttime lighting to a level above
ambient that has been shown by the best available science to adversely affect the
functioning of sensitive habitats.

. The project does not include a wetland buffer adequate to protect the functions and values of

existing wetlands. If the project is subject to the Resource Protection Ordinance (RPO), buffers
of a minimum of 50 feet and a maximum of 200 feet to protect vastiare required based on

the best available science available to the County at the time of adoption of the ordinance. The
following examples provide guidance on determining appropriate buffer widths:

1 A 50-foot wetland buffer would be appropriate for lowenality RPOGwetlands where the
wetland has been assessed to have low physical and chemical functions, vegetation is not
dominated by hydrophytes, soils are not highly erosive, and slopes do not exceed 25%.

1 A wetland buffer of 50 to 100 feet is appropriéde moderateto high-quality RPQ
wetlands that support a predominance of hydrophytic vegetation or wetlands within
steep slope areas (greater than 25%) with highly erosive soils. Within-the BIG
foot range, wider buffers are appropriate where wd#daoonnect upstream and
downstream, where the wetlands serve as a local wildlife corridor, or where the
adjacent land use(s) would result in substantial edge effects that could not be mitigated.
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1 Wetland buffers of 100 to 200 feet are appropriate for Riands within regional
wildlife corridors or wetlands that support significant populations of wetland
associated sensitive species, or where stream meander, erosion, or other physical
factors indicate a wider buffer is necessary to preserve wildlife habita

1 Buffering of greater than 200 feet may be necessary when anmiRB&anhd is within a
regional corridor or supports significant populations of wetassbciated sensitive
species and lies adjacent to land use(s) that could result in a high degreeeffestge
within the buffer. Although the RPO stipulates a maximum of 200 feet for-RPO
wetland buffers, actions may be subject to other laws and regulations (such as the
Endangered Species Act) that require greater wetland buffer widths.

Analysis

Riparian egetation occurs along rivers, streams, and other drainages in the County. Riparian areas
connect terrestrial and aquatic habitats and provide linkages between water bodiestraadnu
vegetation communities.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline A

Impact BI-V-1: Temporary Direct Impacts to Riparian Habitat or Sensitive
VegetationCommunities

Shortterm, constructiomelated, or temporary direct impacts to spestatus upland vegetation
communities would primarily result from construction activiti€gearing, trampling, or grading

of specialstatus vegetation communities outside designated construction zones could occur
Temporary direct impacts to speesatus vegetation communitiegthin the Projecsite would

be potentially significant (Impact Bl-V-1).

Impact BI-V-2: Permanent Direct Impacts to Riparian Habitat or Sensitive
VegetationCommunities

The Proposed Projeatould result in permanent direct impactsli®6.99acres of riparian habitat

or sensitive vegetation communit&esd467.63 acresf fallow agiculture (Table 2.31, Proposed
On-Site Mitigation for Impacts to Vegetation Communities and Land ChvAtghoughfallow
agricultureis typically not considered a sensitive vegetation community, the areas mapped as
fallow agriculturedo provide foraging habitat for wildlife and therefore would be considered a
sensitive vegetation communififfable 2.34). These impacts would beotentially significant
(Impact V-2).
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Project Effects Relevant to Guideline B

Any adverse change to jurisdictioreduatic resources (i.e., wetlands and riparian habitat under
the jurisdiction of ACOE, RWQCB, CDFWand/or County RPO wetlands) resulting from
construction activitiesvould be consideredsignificant as analyzed belawror the Proposed
Project, RPO wetlargare a subset of the ACOE, RWQCB, and CDFW jurisdiction.

Impact BI-JAR-1: Temporary Direct Impacts to Jurisdictional Aquatic Resources

Shortterm, constructiomelated, or temporary direct impacts to jurisdictional aquatic resources
would primarily resul from construction activities.Clearing, trampling, or grading of
jurisdictional aquatic resourcesould resultoutside of designated construction zon€kese
potential impacts could damage individual plants and alter their ecosystem, creating gaps in
vegetation that allow nenative plant species to become established, thus increasing soil
compaction and leading to soil erosiBotential temporary direct impacts to jurisdictional aquatic
resources within thBroject sitevould bepotentially significant (Impact BI-JAR-1).

The ProposedProject would result imo impactsto potential ACOE and RWQCB nemetland
waters or CDFW streambed

Impact BI-JAR-2: Temporary Indirect Impacts to Jurisdictional Aquatic Resources

Potential shorterm or temporary indirect impacts to jurisdictional aquatic resources Rrofect
sitewould primarily result from construction activities and include impacts related to or resulting
from the generation of fugitive dust; changes in blalyy resulting from construction, including
sedimentation and erosion; and the introduction of chemical pollutants, including herbicides
Therefore, this impaatould bepotentially significant (Impact BI-JAR-2).

Impact BI-JAR-3: Permanent Indirectimpacts to Jurisdictional Aquatic Resources

Longterm or permanent indirect impacts could result from the proximity of the Proposed Project
to jurisdictional aquatic resources after construction (e.g., maintenance of roads). Permanent
indirect impacts thatould affect jurisdictional aquatic resources include generation of fugitive
dust, chemical pollutants, altered hydrology, imaive invasive species, increased human
activity, and alteration of the natural fire regimiotential longterm indirect impats to
jurisdictional aquatic resources that occur outside of the impact area wouldtdially
significant (Impact Bl -JAR-3).
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Project Effects Relevant to Guideline C

Estimated drawdown at the nearest groundwadégendent habitat from pumping Well Nbband

Well No. 3 would be less thahreefeet. Further, current groundwater levels in Well No. 3 are at
least 12 feet higher than the historical low groundwater level recorded in the Jacumba Valley
alluvial aquifer AppendixJ, GroundwatetnvestigationRepor). Therefore, drawdown as a result

of ProposedProjectgroundwater use would be unlikely to exceed the historical low groundwater
level, and impacts on the groundwater tafoteild beless than significant

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline D

Impact BI-V-3: Temporary Indirect Impacts to Riparian Habitat or Sensitive
VegetationCommunities

Potential shorterm or temporary indirect impacts to sensitive vegetation commuwitieis the
Project sitewould primarily result from construction activds and include impacts related to or
resulting from the generation of fugitive dust; changes in hydrology resulting from construction,
including sedimentation and erosion; and the introduction of chemical pollutants, including
herbicidesThese temporaryndirect impacts would bpotentially significant (Impact Bl -V-3).

Impact BI-V-4: Permanent Indirect Impacts to Riparian Habitat or Sensitive
VegetationCommunities

Long-term or permanent indirect impacts could result from the proximity of the PropogedtP

to sensitive vegetation communities after construction (e.g., maintenance offeoatsy, and
landscapiny Permanent indirect impacts that could affeensitivevegetation communities
include generation of fugitive dust, chemical pollutanteratl hydrology, nomative invasive
species, increased human activity, and alteration of the natural fire rd@pteatial longterm
indirect impacts t@ensitivevegetation communities that occur outside of the impact area would
be potentially significant (Impact Bl-V-4).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline E

The Proposed Project includes wetland buffers adequate to protect the functions and values of the
existing RPQOwetlands as showim Figure 2.36. A 50-foot wetland buffer is deemed apprate

because the vegetation lacks hydrophytes in the understory and hydric soils, is dominated by
mesquite which is a facultative upland plant (plants that usually occur wetteinds, but may

occur in wetlands), and are within slopes that are less26%.The small disturbed freshwater
marsh is fed from subsurface water seasonally and lacks consistent water sources; therefore, a 50
foot buffer is appropriate fadhese RPO wetlands
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The Proposed Pjectis designed to avoid RPO wetlanalsdthe 56foot RPO wetland buffer.
Thereforeno impactsrelating to Guideline 4.2.&ould occur

Switchyard
Project Effects Relevant to Guideline A

Shortterm, constructiomelated, or temporary direct impacts sensitive upland vegetation
communities would primarilyesult from construction activitie€learing, trampling, or grading

of sensitive vegetation communities outside designated construction zones could occur.
Temporary direct impacts teensitivevegetation communities aime switchyardsite would be
potentially significant (Impact BI-V-1).

Theconstruction of the switchyamdouldresult in permanent direct impaét$3acres of sensitive
vegetation communitie®.53 acres oBSonoran mixed woody and succulent scrub and 0.10 acres
of disturbed habitat vegeaated)(refer toTable 2.34). These direct impactgould bepotentially
significant (Impact BI-V-2).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline B

No jurisdictional aquatic resourcése., wetlands and riparian habitat under the jurisdiction of
ACOE, RWQCB, CDFW, and/or RPO wetlandspccur within the switchyaralevelopment
footprint. Therefore, there ar® direct impactsto jurisdictional aquatic resources.

Potential shorterm or temporary indirect impacts to jurisdictional aquatic resources would
primarily result from construction activitiger the switchyardand include impacts related to or
resulting from the generation of fugitive dust; changes in hydrology resulting from construction,
including sedimentation and erosion; and the introduction of chémpahtants, including
herbicides.These ptential shorterm indirect impacts to jurisdictional aquatic resources would
be potentially significant (Impact BI-JAR-2).

Longterm or permanent indirect impacts could result from the proximity ofswitchyad to
jurisdictional aquatic resources after construction (e.g., maintenance of roads). Permanent indirect
impacts that could affect jurisdictional aquatic resources include generation of fugitive dust, chemical
pollutants, altered hydrology, narative irvasive species, increased human activity, and alteration of
the natural fire regimePotential longterm indirect impacts to jurisdictional aquatic resources that
occur outside of the impact area wouldooéentially significant (Impact Bl-JAR-3).
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Project Effects Relevant to Guideline C

As discussed abovdrawdown as aresult ofh e s wi grauddweader usedwsould be unlikely
to exceed the historical low groundwater lesvedl impacts on the groundwater tabteuld beless
than significant.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline D

Potential shorterm or temporary indirect impacts to sensitive vegetation communwities the

switchyarddevelopmentootprint would primarily result from construction activities and include
impacts related to or resultingpfn the generation of fugitive dust; changes in hydrology resulting
from construction, including sedimentation and erosion; and the introduction of chemical pollutants,

including herbicidesThese ptentialshortterm indirect impacts teensitivevegetatbn communities
outside of theswitchyardimpact area would bgotentially significant (Impact Bl -V-3).

Long-term or permanent indirect impacts could result from the proximity obwhtchyardto
sensitive vegetation communities after construction (e.g., maintenance of feadsg, and
landscapinly Permanent indirect impacts that could affect spesta&lis vegetation communities
include generation of fugitive dust, chemical pollutants redtenydrology, nomative invasive
species, increased human activity, and alteration of the natural fire rd@pteatial longterm
indirect impacts t@ensitivevegetation communities that occur outside ofstmgchyardimpact
area would bgotentially significant (Impact Bl-V-4).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline E

The switchyard would impacts to thevoid RPO wetlandandthe 5Gfoot RPO wetland buffer.
Thereforeno impactsrelating to Guideline 4.2.&ould occur

2.3.3.4 Jurisdictional Wetlands and Waterways

Guidelines for the Determination of Significance

For the purpose of thectiont he Count ydés Gui del i ne andRepart
Formatand Content Requirementiological ResourcesJountyof San Diegd2010 was used
to ewaluatethe direct indirect,andcumulative impact analysis.

A significant impact would result if:

The project wouldhave a substantial adverse effecfederally protected wetlands defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but nottkehito, marsh, vernal po@ndcoastal)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means.
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Analysis
Project Effects Relevant to Guideline 4.3

As described in Section3.3.3tha e are no wetl ands orundendet er s @
jurisdiction of the ACOE, RWQCB, CDFW, or County within the MUP area for the Proposed
Project. However, theProposed Project would haymotential temporary direct impactsand

potential temporary and permanent indirect impamtgurisdictionalaquatic resources as defined

by Section 404 of the Clean Water Ai€tgrading occurred outside the approved limits of
disturbancé e.g., outside the MUPThese impacts would bgotentially significant (Impacts

BI-JAR-1, BI-JAR-2, andBI-JAR-3). There are nalirect impactdo federally regulated waters

Switchyard
Project Effects Relevant to Guideline 4.3

The switchyardcould have potential temporary and permanent indirect impagtgisalictional
aquatic resourceas defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water. Attese impacts would be
potentially significant (Impacts JAR-2 and JAR-3). There are noitect impactsto federally
regulated watersThere are no potential temporary direct impacts on jurisdictional aquati
resources within the switchyard footprint.

2.3.3.5 Wildlife Movement and Nursery Sites

Guidelines for the Determination of Significance

For the purpose of thiection t he Countyds Gui del i napdsRedoror De't
Formatand Content RguirementsBiological Resource@Countyof San Diegd2010 was used

to evaluateéhe directindirect, ancdumulative impact analysiEach general subject area is broken

into more specific County guidelines, and lettered accordingly, to provide additional clarity on this
complex resource topic.

A significant impact would result if:

The project wouldnterfere substantially with the mawvent of any native resident or migratory
fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors or impede
the use of native wildlife nursery sites.

A. The project would impede wildlife access to foraging habitat, breduahiat, water
sources, or other areas necessary for their reproduction.

B. The project would substantially interfere with connectivity between blocks of habitat, or
would potentially block or substantially interfere with a local or regional wildlife corrid
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or linkage. For example, if the project proposes roads that cross corridors, fencing that
channels wildlife to underpasses located away from interchanges will be required to
provide connectivity. Wildlife underpasses shall have dimensions (length,, \weltjht)
suitable for passage by the affected species based onspestiéic analysis of wildlife
movement. Another example is increased traffic on an existing road that would result in
significant roaekill or interference with an existing wildlife codor/linkage.

. The project would create artificial wildlife corridors that do not follow natural movement

patterns; for example, constraining a corridor for mule deer or mountain lion to an area that
is not wellvegetated or that runs along the face steep slope instead of through the
valley or along the ridgeline.

. The project would increase noise and/or nighttime lighting in a wildlife corridor or linkage

to levels likely to affect the behavior of the animals identified in asgieific analysis of
wildlife movement.

. The project does not maintain an adequate width for an existing wildlife corridor or linkage

and/or would further constrain an already narrow corridor through activities such as (but
not limited to) reduction of corridor width, removaf available vegetative cover,
placement of incompatible uses adjacent to it, and placement of barriers in the movement
path. The adequacy of the width shall be based on the biological information for the target
species, the quality of the habitat withindaadjacent to the corridor, topography, and
adjacent land uses. Where there is limited topographic relief, the corridor should-be well
vegetated and adequately buffered from adjacent development. Corridors for bobcats, deer,
and other large animals shoughch rimto-rim along drainages.

. The project does not maintain adequate visual continuity (i.e., long lines of site) within

wildlife corridors or linkage. For example, development (such as homes or structures) sited
along the rim of a corridor could predgea visual barrier to wildlife movement. For
steppingstone/archipelago corridors, a project does not maintain visual continuity between
habitat patches.

Analysis

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline A

Impact BI-WLC-1: Temporary Direct Impacts to HabitaConnectivity and Wildlife Corridors

Shortterm, constructiomelated, or temporary direct impacts to potential foraging and breeding
habitat for species that use tRsoject sitge.g., speciastatus birds) would primarily result from
construction activies. Clearing, trampling, or grading of foraging and breeding habitat outside
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designated construction zones could oc&atential temporary direct impacts to foraging and
breeding habitatvithin the Projecsite would begpotentially significant (Impact BI-WLC -1).

Impact BI-WLC-2: Permanent Direct Impacts to Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridors

Permanentlirect impacts t@43acres of potential foraging and breeding habitat for species that
use theProject sitewould occur as a result of tiroposed Project. Permanent direct impacts to
foraging and breeding habitat would f&entially significant (Impact BI-WLC -2).

Impact BI-WLC-3: Temporary Indirect Impacts to Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridors

Shortterm, constructiomelated, ortemporary indirect impacts to avian foragirasnd wildlife
access to foragin@r nesting would primarily result from construction activitieslirect impacts
to sensitive bird species may occur if clearing of vegetation is conducted during the reastorg s
for MBTA protected species (generally January 15 through AugustBé¥e impacts would be
potentially significant (Impact BI-WLC -3).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline B

As shownin Figure 2.36, theProject site is located between high to vhigh habitatzalue areas

The proposed development footprint (643 acres) for the Proposed Piojecapped as
Afagricultureo or A daatienlModeldagetHiguren2.34).Thas potteodaf t at E
theProjectsitewas historically used for dg and agricultural operations but has been fallow since

2014 As discussed in Section 2.3.1Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridorghe Project

site currently functions as a large block of habitat which, &teposedProject development

would be altered as described below.

TheProposed Pject would require permanent fencing around five separate areas within the MUP
boundary.The area®f the solar facilitywould befenced separately to accommodate existing
easements on site for Carrizo Gorfgead, Old Highway 80, and an SDG&E easement. The
fencingwould be 7 feet in height total, with aféot-high chainlink perimeter fence and 1 foot of
three strands of barbed wire along the top. Fencing would still allow small reptiles, amphibians,
and mammals to pass through, but would not provide movement for larger species. Although the
fencing would limit the ability of particularly large wildlife to access and traverse thefaaly,

the undeveloped SDG&E easement between the fence lines is apgielyi 700 to 1,100 feet
wide and more than 4,000 feet long and would allow uninterrupted wildlife movement from
Boundary Creek to currently undeveloped land to the east (R2gsig. The habitat to the west

of the easement corridarot part of the project developmesxXpands upon existing conserved
lands located west of th&ojectsite and protects the only north/south movement corridor across
[-8. Additionally,the Project is designed to includ&0 to 100-foot opening in theence north of

the easement to allow for wildlife moving within the SDG&E easement corridor or north of the
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easement to move in and out of the easeiftegtre2.3-4 andFigure2.3-8, Potential Mitigation
Areag. Without this opening wildlife traveling wesb east north of th@roject site could be
funneled toward the-8 and forced to cross the highway at grade. The opening in thevient®
allow wildlife traveling along the fence line to find a break in the fencing leading them into the
larger wildlife corridor.

Wildlife currently are able to traverse the Project site and surrounding undeveloped areas in an
unencumbered manner until they arrive at th&/Mexico border fencealong the southern
boundary of the Projectts. Since openings in the bordente are located off site, approximately

1.2 miles to the east and 2 miles to the west, remthh wildlife movement is anticipated to be
highernear these opening§hese breakis the border fence are located in areasteép terrain

however this toppgraphy does not pose difficulties for most wildlife use. Coyote, mountain lion,
bobcat, and other species are readily able to scale steep slopes. Further, the Project site is situated
adjacent toState Parkands and federd8LM lands which allows for uhindered movement.

Figure 2.3-4 shows the border fence openings, Habitat Evaluation Mededting Conserved

Lands, and adjacent land ownership.

Small wildlife species (e.g., lizards and small mammats)ld be able to access tkelar facility
throughopenings in the fencé&ven though vegetation within solar site may grow to 6 inches
above ground, this may still cause a permanent significant wildlife movement impact due to loss
of habitat for smaller wildlife that cannot easily move around or thrdugisite.

Larger wildlife (e.g., coyotes, bobcats, mountain lions) could still move along the mesquite
dominated floodplain and unvegetated portion of Boundary Creek to access undeveloped lands to
the west as well as cross into Mexico at the open bordaetwest. Wildlife movement is more
restricted along the eastern side since there are less topographic features for cover; however, there
is the undeveloped SDG&E easement between the fence line that is approximatelyi @D

feet wideand more tham,000 feetlong, which would allow uninterrupted movement from
Boundary Creek ta@urrentlyundeveloped land to the eaanhd the border crossing to the east

There is also land between Carrizo Gorge Road #hthat allows movement for some wildlife
species, particularly nocturnal wildlifeAdditionally, the Proposed ®ject design is consistent

with the recommendations by the Las California Binational Conservation Initiative 2015, which
recommends that renewabl e eneflagwremmlogca satue, e s fis
design road networks that minimize fragmentation, designatsiteffconservation of land as
mitigation for direct and indirect impacts of development, and establish conservation easements
on the | ands wh e(Stllcup at@li 2015t ThergposadrRgectis primarity o

sited on the previously disturbed agricultural areas to reduce impacts to native vegetation and
avoids unnecessary fragmentation of the landscape.
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The Proposed Projeetould impact wildlife movementhrough the open, flatter areas of the
Project site; however, the more suitable movement areas, such as creeks and drainages, the
mesquitedominated floodplain and even dirt roadsuld not beimpacted. These nempacted
areaswould allow movement betwan larger blocks of habitat to the east, Jacumba Peaks area to
the west, and the mountains to the north (via the floodplain).

However, the Proposed Project maybstantially interfere with a local linkage and connectivity
between blocks of habitat and wdumpact wildlife movement between the east and west core
habitat areaslhis impact would bg@otentially significant (Impact BI-WLC -2).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline C
Impact WLG2: Permanent Direct Impacts on Habitat Connectivity and Wildli@®rridors

The ProposedProjectwould maintain movement along wekgetated areas (i.e., the mesquite
dominated floodplain) as well as creeks and drainages that serve as natural movement areas for
wildlife. Although theProposed Projectencing would limitthe ability of particularly large

wildlife to access and traverse the sdéaility, the undeveloped SDG&E easement between the
fence lines, which is approximately 7@01,100 feet wide andnore thard,000 feet long, would

allow uninterrupted wildlife mvement from Boundary Creekd¢arrentlyundeveloped land to the
east(Figure 2.34). Thelocation of the Proposed Projdtta s t he potent-ematdoto c¢
for wildlife traveling west to east along the northern portion ofRtfagectsite. This cold funnel

wildlife toward I-8 and result in increased mortality of wildlife forced to cross at gtdaoleever,

to ensure that wildlife traversing that area are directed toward the SDG&E easenm@raptsed

Project has been designed to provedgd- to 100-foot opening in the fence north of the easement

This opening willallow for wildlife thatmay be moving along the northern portion of Ereject

site to enter into the easement corridor and move through the sdeittat bocated on either side

of theProjectsite(Figure2.3-4 andFigurel-2 in Chapterl). Therefore, the Proposed Project does

not createinnatural movement corridorhe impacts wouldess than significant

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline D
Impact BI-WLC-3: Temporary Indirect Impacts to Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridors

There would be shoterm, constructiomelated noiseThese temporary indirect impacts would be
potentially significant (Impact BI-WLC -3).

Permanent Indirect Impacts to Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridors
Permanent indirect impacts to habitat connectivity and wildlife corridor may occur as a result of

noise and lightingNoise associated with thBroposedProject would include padmounted
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inverters, transformergnd HVAC units cooling energy storage equipreall of which would

be distributed across 26 locations throughoutstilar facility. The electrical transformer located
within the collector substation, and to a much lesser degree the smaller transfortmiershei
switchyard, would also generate relatively steathte sources of continuous noise. These noise
receptorsvould be dispersed throughout tkelar facility.

Permanent lighting associated with the Proposed Prgjeatd be motion detectorsecurity
lighting. Nighttime lighting would comply with the County of San Diego Light Pollution Code
(LPC), also known as the Dark Sky Ordinance, Section 59.101 et seq. Additionally, lighting for
the Proposed Project would be designed in accordance with the 8ga Dounty Zoning
Ordinance, Performance Standards Sest@820, 6322, and 6324 which guide performance
standards for glare, and controls excessive or unnecessary outdoor light emissions.

Therefore, longterm (permanent) indirect impacts from noise aighting would beless
than significant.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline E

As described abovegfter development of the Proposed Projecger wildlife (e.g., coyotes,
bobcats, mountain lions) could still move along the mesglateinated floodplainand
unvegetated portion of Boundary Creek to access undeveloped lands to the west as well as cross
into Mexico at the openg in theborderfenceto the west. Wildlife movement is more restricted
along the eastern side since there are less topographicee&br cover; however, there is the
undeveloped SDG&E easement betweerPteposed Projedéence lines. The SDG&E easement

is approximately 70@o 1,100 feet wideand 4,000 feetiong, which would allow uninterrupted
movement from Boundary Creek ¢oirrently undeveloped land to the east. There is also land
between Carrizo Gorge Road ar8 that allows movement for some wildlife species, particularly
nocturnal wildlife.A 50- to 100foot break in the fenceould beprovided to facilitate movement
from this open space to the SDG&E easenfee¢ Figure 2:3). Without this opening wildlife
traveling west to east north of tReojectsitecould be funneled toward theéland forced to cross
the highway at grade. The opening in the femoald allow wildlife traveling along the fence line

to find a break in the fencing leading them into the larger wildlife corritioe.Projectsite is
situated adjacent t&tate Park lands and federal lands managed byBtireau of Land
Management, which allows for unhiexéd wildlife movement. Furthehefencewould be raised

off the grounddue to terrainn multiple areasllowing for small wildlife species to move through
the solarfacility areas. Vegetatiowithin the solar facility wouldbe maintained & heightof 6
inches within the fuel modification areas, whislould allow for some cover and habitat for
wildlife species.
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There is a potential for birds to collide with the ganline during migration, but that risk was
assessed to be low due to the minimadrhead lineCertain types of solar panels may create a
ips eluadkoe ef fect, 0 and birds may collide with
to the skyodés reflection. However, there is
pseudclake effect, and a detailed discussion of theactgwould be speculativ&urther,the
following factors would minimize the risk of collision due to sky reflection: (1)Rtugectsiteis

not located near bodies of water that would attract wettessdciated birds; (2) the locale is not
considered to be a major contributor to the Pacific Flyvead (3) the solar units would be
uniformly dark in color, coated to be noeflective, and designed to be highly absorptive of all
light that strikes theiglass surfaces, and may not appear like water from above, as water displays
different properties by both reflecting and absorbing light waMestefore, tare and pseudiake
effectaredeemed to be a low risk due to a number of factors, includen§rposed Project solar
facility designandthe Projecsite location.

The fenced solar panels and facilities would be unstaffed and therefore would be compatible with
adjacent wildlife movement, since human activity would be limitdthough fencing is propsed

around the solar facility, wildlife movement could still occur within the SDG&E easethant
transects thBroject site and drainage corridor along the western portion of the proposed solar facility.
Therefore, thé&roposedProject would result in &ss than significanimpact on corridor widths.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline F

Althoughfocused wildlife corridor studies have not been completed within the vicinity, based on
knowledge of the area, probable key wildlife species, and typical wildlife movement patterns the
following discussion applied.arge mammals, such as deer, are notilike use the fallow
agricultural areas as movement corridors due to lack of cheereveri|t is likely that they ge

the open space on the western side ofdfiiebadtracks which is dominated by mesquiteian
species use the area during migratidmg those movements typically are oriented in a reotith
direction, are broaffonted, and are not focused on tRigjectsite. Broader regional wildlife
corridorslikely connect between the Laguhbountains to the west and north, and to the east, the
AnzaBorrego Desert and the eastern slope of the Peninsular Range. However, connections to the
east likely occur north of the site and possibly ale8gbrridor, which provides the most direct

and obvious potential corridor route between HmeposedProject and habitats east of the
Peninsular Range. Much of this area is large, core blocks of habitat through which wildlife are free
to move with minimal constraintheProjectsiteis not locatedetween lakes/ponds, loafing spots,
foraging areas, or nesy sites that might entice local movement of birds or larger wildlife
However, as previously described, treject site does function as a movement corridor between
large blocks of habitat located east and west oPthgect site The placement of fenaig andthe
solararrayswithin theProject site could disrupt the visual continuity of wildlifsng theProject

site as a movement corridor.
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The existing US./Mexico border fence along the southern boundary of the Projeclsstdy
creates a visual and structural barrier to north and south wildlife movementiogbetsite The
ProposedProjectwould be situated adjacent to the border fen¢ingrewould bean approximate

100 to 33Gfoot buffer from theexisting bordefence to thdProposed Bject fencing. Although
visual continuity within théProjectsite could be exacerbated by the additiortha solarfacility

and fencing, wildlife can likely use a variety of local wildlife corridors outside oPtbgectsite

to move east, west, and north of tRmject site The Proposed Project would disrupt visual
continuity if largerterrestrial wildlife was attempting to move from the northern portion of the
Projectsite to the southeadiowever, the existing SDG&E easemaritich transectshe Project

site wouldprovidean east/west corridor to facilitate wildlife movement throughRt@ectsite.

The easement corridor is largelgmposef native habitat and a large channel which provides
better coverage for wildlife movinthrough theProjectsite as well as visual continuity between
patches of habitat west of the easement and contiguous habitat located east of the &ds=ment.
drainages and mesquiieed floodplain along the western boundary of Freposed Pject are
located outside of the fenced areas within the proposed biological open space, and would maintain
visual continuity for wildlife moving between the areas north, south and west Bfdjeet site

In summary, the placement of fencing and the solar facility within the Project site could
disrupt the visual continuity of the Project site as a wildlife movement corridor. This impact
is potentially significant (Impact BI-WLC-2).

Switchyard
Project Effects Relevant to Guideline A

Shortterm, constructiomelated or temporary direct impacts to potential foraging and breeding
habitat for species that use thwitchyard footprinte.g., speciastatus birds) would primarily

result from construction activitie€learing, trampling, or grading of foraging and breeding habitat
outside designated construction zones could occur in the absence of avoidance and mitigation
measures. Potential temporary direct impacts to foraging and breeding halbitatswitchyard

site would bepotentiallysignificant (Impact BI-WLC -1).

Permanentlirect impacts t@®.63acres of potential foraging and breeding habitat for species that
use theswitchyard sitewould occur. Permanent direct impacts to foraging and breeding habitat
would be potentially significant, (Impact BI-WLC -2).

Shortterm, constructiomelated, or temporary indirect impacts to avian foraging and wildlife access
to foraging or nesting would primarily result from construction activities. Indirect impacts to sensitive
bird species may occur if clearing of vegetation is conducted during the nesting season for MBTA
protected species (generally January 15 through AugusiTBé&se impacts would be potentially
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significant (mpact BI-WLC -3). Lighting and noise are the lotigrm indirect impacts identified for
habitat connectivity and wildlife corridors, which are discussed in detail in Guidelines 4.4.D below.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline B

The switchyard component of the Proposed Project wouldsigmificantly impact wildlife
movement due to its small sizEhis impact would béess than significant

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline C
The Proposed Project does not create unnatural movement cofddonspact would occur
Project Effects Relevant to Guideline D

There would be shoterm, constructiomelated noise This impact would bepotentially
significant (Impact BI-WLC -3).

Noise associated with trssvitchyard would includemaller transformersyhich would generate
relatively steadystate sources ofontinuous noise. Permanent lighting associated with the
switchyard wouldncludemotion detectosecurity lighting Nighttime lighting would comply with

the County of San Diego Light Pollution Code (LPC), also known as the Dark Sky Ordinance,
Section 59.10 et seq. Additionally, lighting for the Proposed Project would be designed in
accordance with the San Diego County Zoning Ordinance, Performance Standards Section 6320,
6322, and 6324 which guide performance standards for glare, and controls excessive or
unnecessary outdoor light emissions. Therefore,-teng (permanent) indirect impacts from
noise and lightingvould beless than significant

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline E

As described above, the switchyard component of the Proposed Projéttwbimpact wildlife
movement due to its small siZEhnerefore no impact would occur

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline F

Due to its relatively small size, tissvitchyard would nosignificantlyimpact wildlife movement.
Therefore, thempact to visial continuity would béess than significant

2.3.3.6 Local Policies, Ordinances, and Adopted Plans

Guidelines for the Determination of Significance

For the purpose of this EIR, the a@deportFprivd Gui d
and Content Requiremeniiological ResourceCountyof San Dieg®010 was used to evaluatiee

direct indirect, anccumulative impact analysiEach general subject area is broken into more specific
County guidelines, and letterectardingly, to provide additional clarity on this complex resource topic.
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A significant impact would result if:

The project wouldconflict with one or more local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policprdmance, and/or would conflict with the
provisions of an adopted HCP, NCCP, or other approved local, regional, diGRte

A.

For lands outside of the Multiple Species Conservation Plan (MSCP), the project would
impact coastal sage scrub vegetationireegcs of t he Countyds 5%
as defined by the Southern California Coastal Sage Scrub Natural Communities
Conservation Planning (NCCP)yocess5uidelines.

The project would preclude or prevent the preparation of the subrejQeP Proces.
For example, the project proposes development within areas that have been identified by
the County or resource agencies as critical to future habitat preserves.

The project will impact any amount of wetlands or sensitive habitat lands as outlined in the
Resource Protection Ordinance (RPO).

. The project would not minimize and/or mitigate coastal sage scrub habitat loss in

accordance with Section 4.3 of tNECPProcess Guidelines.

. The project does not conform to the goals and requirements as outlingdappdicable

Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP), Habitat Management Plan (HMP), Special Area
Management Plan (SAMP), Watershed Plan, or similar regional planning effort.

For lands within the MSCP, the project would not minimize impacts to Biological Resource
Core Areas (BRCAs), as defined in the Biological Mitigation Ordinance (BMO).

. The project would preclude connectivity between areas of high habitat values, as defined

by the Southern California Coastal Sage SN@MCPProcess Guidelines.

. The project does namaintain existing movement corridors and/or habitat linkages as

defined by the BMO.

The project does not avoid impacts to MSCP narrow endemic species and would impact
core populations of narrow endemics.

J. The project would reduce the likelihoodsefrvival and recovery of listed species in the wild.

The project would result in the killing of migratory birds or destruction of active migratory
bird nests and/or eggMIBTA).

The project would result in the take of eagles, eagle eggs, or any padaglar{Bald and
Golden Eagle Protection Act).
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Analysis

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline A

The Project sitedoes not support coastal sage scrub; therefore, there are no significant impacts
under this threshold.

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline B

The Proposed Project would not preclude or prevent the preparatamNECP because the
ProposedProject has been planned in accordance with the planning principles of the MSCP and in
consideration of preparation affuture MSCP East CounBlan.As described in SectioR.3.1.8

the proposed development footprint would be located areas identiffedhagr i cul t ur e or
Upl and outside Focused Conser vPallid loand Aheea o a |
proposed development footpriatoids the majomapped drainages, as well as the following
Preliminary MSCHnapd e si gnati ons: AfiLand Managed as Open
Ecological Protection

Although a preliminary draft map of the focused conservation areas has been prepared, the future
MSCP East County Plan currently has no schedule for complé&tten Proposed Project would
not conflict with the draft MSCP East County planning effort. Therefaé@npactswould occur.

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline C

AlthoughRPO wetlands are ¢ated within thd°roject e, the Proposed Project would avétéO
wetlandsandthe wetland buffer. Thereforap impacts would occur to RPO wetlands or wetland
buffers.The County also regulates sensitive habitat lands, which include lands that suppgst
vegetation communities or the habitatga@re or endangered species or subspecies of animals or
plants as defined by CEQA Section 15380. Per County guidelines, the occupied burrowing owl
habitat is considered sensitive habitat lafidsis theimpacts to occupied burrowing owl habitat
would bepotentially significant (Impact BI-W-2).

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline D

TheProject sitaloes not support coastal sage scrub; therefore, thereiampacts under this threshold.

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline E

The Proposed Project conforms to the goals and requirements as outlined in all applicable regional
planning efforts; thereforg@o impactswould occur.
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Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline F

Since there is no approvéiSCP EasCounty Plarand no associated BMO, this guideline does
not apply to the Proposed Project and thereforenpactswould occur.

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline G

As shownin Figure2.3-5, theProject site is located between high to very high habahie areas

The proposed development footprint is located t hi n | ands mapped as
Afdevel opeddo in the Habitat Ev al uza3t3i5,avidiifeMo d e |
Movement and Nursery Sitedgvelopment of thEroposedProjed would convert théroject site

from a large open space available for unimpeded wildlife moveniéns impact would be
potentially significant (Impact BI-WLC -2).

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline H

Since there is no approv@iSCP East County Plaand no associated BMO, this guideline does
not apply to the Proposed Project; therefaeimpactswould occur.

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline |

This guideline only applies to areas with an adopted MSCP Plan. Since there is no approved MSCP
East County Plan, this guideline does not apply toPtioposedProject; thereforeno impacts
would occur

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline J
Quino Checkerspot Butterfly

One federally listeavildlife speciesvas observed ithe southwestern portion of the Project site
(Quino checkerspot butterjlyThe Proposed Projeas designed to avoid the location where the
Quino checkerspot butterfly was obseshas well as the two locations of Chinese houses (i.e., host
plants). Therefore, there are no permanent direct impacts to Quino checkerspot butterfly. Due to
the lack of host plants near the Quino checkerspot butterfly sighting, and the distance of the
proposed solar facilitfrom the hill (approximately 150 feet), saynificantindirect impacts (such

as dust, construction noise, lighting) to this species is anticipated. No work will be conducted
within this area, and the hill is situated at an elevdtigher than the impact area, which provides

an additionabuffer. Based on this analysis, tReoposedroject would not reduce the likelihood

of survival or recovery of Quino checkerspot butterfly in the Wilierefore, théroposed Project

would not have any impacts (direct or indirect) @uino checkerspot butterflyncluding host
plants.No impact would occur.
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Tricolored Blackbird

One statdisted species, tricolored blackbird, was observed within the ProjectTsitelored
blackbirds vere observed foraging, but not nesting, in the southern portion &frdject siten

April 2019. No tricolored blackbirds were observed in 2018 despite surveys conducted along the
southern portion of thBrojectsite Tricolored blackbirds nest occasidigaat a pond in Jacumba,
approximately 0.5 miles west of th&roject site According to Beedy et al. (2018), tricolored
blackbirds typically forage within 5 kilometers (3 miles) of a colony site.

Dudek reviewed the vegetation data (SANGIS 2019) avaneitien a 3mile radius of the nesting

site (located west of tHeroject sit¢. Based on potential foraging habitat described in Beedy et al.
(2018) (e.g., grasslands, irrigated pasture, grain fields, shallow wetlands, and alkali scrub habitats),
there areapproximately 2,100 acres of suitable foraging habitat within the United $iattes

vicinity of the Project site. In additionp to an additional 4,400 acres of suitable halstitcated

in Mexico within the 3mile radiusfrom the tricolored blackbd colony site Aerial review of land

within the 3mile radius buffer shows open, flatter land suitable for tricolored blackbird foraging

in Mexico. Additionally, biologists observed tricolored blackbirds flying back and forth between
the United States aridexico side of the border.

The ProposedProject would impact 593.5 acres ofpotentialtricolored blackbirdforaging habitat

within the Project site. pproximately half othe impacted habitat is locatecthe northern portion of

the Project sitewheretricolored blackbirds were not observed. Of the total impacts, there are 48.52
acres of suitable foraging habitat thaiuld be hardscape (i.e., access roads and substaltiongy

be possible that tricolored blackbirds would forage in and around Hrepaolels since there would be

herb growth underneath the panels and could provide habitat for insects on which theyivesge.

the amount of available foraging habitat witttineemiles of the nest location, impacts to potential
foraging habitat othe Projectsite would not preclude this species from successfully nesting in the
regonn.Because the tricolored blackbird is a |ist
impacts to tricolored blackbird would petentially significant (Impact BI-W-2).

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline K

Impacts to migratory birdsiripact BI-W-3) are discussed in Sectidh3.3.2 Candidate,
Sensitive, or Specidbtatus Species

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline L

Golden eagles are known to nest in thegion, including at Table Mountain, which is
approximatelytwo miles northeast of th€roject site(USFWS 2019).The eastern portion of
Round Mountain is locatedithin the Project ite and there is a golden eagle nest record on the
northern side of Round Mountain. This nest was described as an intact cliff nest in 2012, but was
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occupied by common ravens (USFWS 2019). This nest location, along with other crags on Round
Mountain, was surweed in April 2018 and February 2019. No golden eagles were obsartrexl

nest ravens and rethiled hawks were observed nesting in these areas. As described in Section
2.3.1.6 SpecialStatus Animal Speciesgven or more years with no nesting is angrimdicator

that this territory has been abandobgdjolden eaglesAside from Round Mountain, there is no
suitable nesting habitat (i.e., large trees or cliffighin theProject siteBased on the limited usé

thesite by golden eagles, tReoposedroject would not result in the take of eagles, eagle eggs, or any
part of an eagleDue to lack of recent nesting by golden eagles in this geyajanent direct
impacts to golden eagle would less than significant

Switchyard
Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline A

Theswitchyarddevelopmentootprintdoes not support coastal sage scrub; therefore, theme are
impacts under this threshold.

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline B

The Proposed Projeancluding the switchyardyould not preclude or prevent the preparation of
an NCCP because thProposedProject has been planned in accordance with the planning
principles of the MSCP and in consideration of preparaticafoture MSCP East CounBlan.
Thereforeno impactswould occur.

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline C

Thereproposed switchyard would avaipacts to the RPO wetlandadthe wetland buffer. The
County also regulates sensitive habitat lands, which include lands that support unique vegetation
communities othe habitats forare or endangered species or subspecies of animals or plants as
defined by CEQA Section 1538Dhe switchyard site is not located within the occupied burrowing

owl habitat. Thereforejo impactswould occur.

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline D

Theswitchyard footprintloes not support coastal sage scrub; therefore rtbhergactswould occur.

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline E

Theswitchyard wouldconform to the goals and requirements as outlined in all applicable regiona
planning efforts; therefor&o impactswould occur.
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Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline F

Since there is no approvéiSCP East County Plaand no associated BMO, this guideline does
not apply to the Proposed Projdaocluding the switchyardnd trereforeno impactswould occur.

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline G
Theswitchyardis not expected to preclude habitat connectivity; therefiarenpactswould occur.
Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline H

Since there is no approv@iSCP EastCounty Plarand no associated BMO, this guideline does
not apply to theswitchyard thereforeno impactswould occur.

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline |

This guideline only applies to areas with an adopted MSCP Plan. Since there is no approlred MSC
East County Plan, this guideline does not apply tewhiehyard thereforeno impactswould occur

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline J

No federally or statdisted endangered or threatened wildlife species were observed within the
switchyarddewelopmentfootprint. The only Quino checkerspot butterfly observation and host
plants are located in the southwestern portion of the Project sitelofed blackbirds were
observed foraging within tHeroject siteoutside of the switchyaidkvelopmentootprint, in April
2019.Based on 2019 observatiofsicolored blackbirdsisethe southwestern portion of the site

for foraging. The switchyard does not contain suitallgtinghabitat for this species and therefore
construction of the switchyardlould only impact a minimal amount of potential foraging habitat
(0.63 acres)Due to the suitable foraging habitat within the switchyard footprint and the proximity
of the occurrences, potential direct impacts to tricolored blacklbodld be a potentially
significant impact (mpact BI-W-2).

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline K
Impacts to migratory birddrpact Bl-W-3) are discussed in Secti@B.3.2
Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline L

There is no suitable nesting habitat (i.e., large trees ffs)cih the switchyarddevelopment
footprint Due to lack of recent nesting by golden eagles in this area, permanent direct impacts on
golden eaglevould beless than significant
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234 Cumulative Impact Analysis

Geographic Extent

The geographic extent fohe analysis of cumulative impacts associated with biological resources
includes the vicinity of all reasonably foreseeable cumulative projects and extends throughout
southeastern San Diego County. Within the extent of the cumulative projects, thelReRiasges

of the California Floristic Province, as defined in the Jepson Flora Project, was initially chosen to define
the biological resources cumulative study area. However, since the Proposed Project is located
approximately 1 mile east of the PenimgURange boundary the southeastern portion of the Carrizo
Creek Watershed (Hydrologic Unit Code 18100202) was also included to define the southeastern
extent of the cumulative study area (Figure2.8umulativdmpactAnalysis.

The Peninsular Rangescogeographic extent was chosen because the geographic system
devel oped by the Jepson Flora Project Acombi
delimit the units, as opposed to using the often arbitrary and unnatural boundaries of counties for
that purpose. The Jepson geographic system most importantly reflects broad patterns of natural
vegetation (and, at a finer scale, more specific plant assemblages), geology, topography, and
climat eo ( Je p s20).nn additieny habita® within i Reninsi2ad Ranges would be
biologically representative of that present within the Progitet The southeastern portion of

Carrizo Creek Watershed is used to define the southeastern extents of the cumulative study area.
The approximately 6583quaremile Carrizo Creek Watershed boundaries are defined by
Ahydrographic and topographic criteria that o
poi nt on a river, stream 09). Similarnto thealepsos Elord a c e
Project, the bouwtaries of this watershed also reflect natural patterns of the landscape. The
additional use of the Carrizo Creek Watershed boundaries provide a southeastern biologically
relevant connection between the Proposed Project and Peninsular Ranges. Basesysterthis

the Peninsular Ranges and southeastern portion of the Carrizo Creek Watershed would define an
appropriate study area for biological resources assessed in this EIR. The biological cumulative
anal ysis study area is werplCandeti onsbheelGEkDbDS!
cumulative projects analyzed for biological resources are a subset of those projects summarized in
Table 17, Cumulative Scenarib Reasonably Foreseeable Approved and Pending Projects (see
Chapter 1, Project Desption, of this EIR).

Existing Cumulative Conditions

The southeastern San Diego County area is considered a transition zone between biogeographic
regions. The California Floristic Province occurs in the biological cumulative analysis study area,
which encorpasses a majority of California west of the extreme dry regions. The Desert Province
occurs east of the cumulative analysis area, which encompasses the dry desert regions, and is not
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included in the biological cumulative analysis study area. Within théo@aa Floristic Province,

the Peninsular Ranges subregion (i.e., an area of similar climatic and plant community
associations) stretches from southern Los Angeles County along the valley, foothills, and
mountains south to Bafaalifornia,Mexico. Although the Projecsiteis located within the Desert
Province boundaries, habitatithin the Projectsite is more characteristic of that within the
Peninsular Ranges subregion. Therefore, the southeastern portion of the Carrizo Creek Watershed
is included to dene the southeastern boundaries of the biological cumulative analysis study area.

Cumulative Methodology

The cumulative analysis conducted for biological resources is based on the list method and
considers relevant projects from Tablel in Chapter 1 FHgure 2.39 shows the extent of the
cumulative study area. Of the cumulative projects listed in TallenXIChapter 1thefollowing
completedprojects would potentially affect biological resources within the cumulative study area
Completeccumulative pojects include the followindznergia Sierra Juarez wind projéicicated

in Mexico), TuleWind project(Phase I)Ocotillo Express wind projedumeyaay WindEnergia

Sierra Juarez transmission line, ECO Substafiao,umbé&olar, Golden Acorn Casino afdavel

Center, Freedom Ranch, Boulevard Fire Stat@amulative project which areeither under
review, approved, or under construction (but not complatedide the following:Tule Wind

project (Phase 2), Campo Wind with Boulder Brush Facilities gtojeorrey Wind project,
Rugged Solar, Boulevard Solar, Cameron Solar, Boulevard Energy Stdtaggh Acres
Foundation Campground Facility, acumba Community Services District new well,
Meteorological Testing Facilities, Level 2 Communications, Site Mastder tank, Pacific
Telephone, White Star Communications Site, Pactel White Star, Mazalitdile, andVZW |-

8 BoulevardThe locations of these cumulative projects can be fouRdgure 2.39. Reasonably
foreseeable cumulative projects located edsthe overall cumulative analysis area are not
included because they would affect more arid vegetation communities than those present on site;
therefore, the Proposed Project would not cumulatively contribute to impacts to natural vegetation
communities inthis region or to impacts to species that are associated with these habitat types.
Reasonably foreseeable cumulative projects located in the western, central, and southeastern
portion of the cumulative analysis area (within San Diego County) within timelative study

area, as described above, have the potential to affect similar vegetation communities as the
Proposed Project, and therefore, could cumulatively contribute to impacts to natural vegetation
communities in this region, or to impacts to spethes are associated with these habitat types.

The cumulative analysis for wildlife movement and local and regional planning is similarly limited

to the western, central, and southeastern portions of the cumulative study area. As described in
Section 2.3.8, Wildlife Movement, since the analysis area is largely undeveloped; wildlife
movement through and around the reasonably foreseeable cumulative project areas would still be
possible. Despite the development of the reasonably foreseeable cumulatives ptiogearea
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would remain predominantly rural with significant undeveloped areas and wildlife movement
opportunity. Local and regional planning efforts are defined by the jurisdiction of local planning
authorities, which in the case of the Proposed Priggegan Diego County.

2.3.4.1 Candidate, Sensitive, or Special-Status Species

Special-Status Plant Species

Direct

The Projectsiteis characterized by a diverse assemblage of vegetation communities (see Table
2.31 for vegetation communities and associaerkage in the Projesite) that supports or has

the potential to support specithtus plant species. Focused surveys for spstaiils plants
within the Project site wereonducted in spring and summer 20&8ulting in the detection of six
specialstatus plant species (see Section 2.3.1Shprtterm, constructiomelated, or temporary
direct impacts on spectatatus plants, if they occur, at the edge of the development footprint and
norrimpacted areas interface could primarily result from constnu@ctivities.One population

of stickygeraeaa County List B species, occurs along the edge of development andpexted
areasand could be subject to these temporary impddts Proposed Project will result direct
impacts to 22 individuals d¢#o plant speciegaygmy lotugList A; 1 individual) and scky geraea

(List B; 21 individuals) Theseproposed direct impactsould be potentiallysignificant.

For a cumulative impact to spedcisiatus plant species to occur, the cumulative projectsdwou
have to result in the loss of the same spestatus plant species or their habitat as the Proposed
Project such that those species become more limited in their distribution, population size, or
available suitable habitat within the cumulative analgsés.

TheProposedProjectwould result in direct impacts to small populations of two plant species (22
individuals total) and could temporarily impact one small population of stgtgeaduring
construction. These impacts, when added to the poteémipglcts to suitable habitat from other
projects, would notesult in a reduced distribution of #etwo speciem theregion.Therefore,

loss of speciastatus plant specigsom the Proposed Project combined with the reasonably
foreseeable cumulative projects woulot contribute to a cumulatively considerable impact

Indirect
Invasive Plant Species

Grounddisturbing activities and increased vehicle and human uses asgogititeconstruction
of the Proposed Projedbave the potential to introduce and spread invasivesnative, and
noxious plant species in the area, which is generally characterized by undisturbed native vegetation
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communities with low levels of invasive @moxious plant species. The introduction of invasive,
nortnative, or noxious plant species resulting fromRhaposed Projegtould result in potentially
significant indirect impacts

For a cumulative impact related to the introduction and spread afiweyanonnative, or noxious

plant species to occur, reasonably foreseeable cumulative projects would have to result in the
introduction and spread of these species across the biological cumulative analysis study area. The
biological cumulative analysisigly area is a largely undeveloped area characterized by large
expanses of undisturbed native vegetation communities. The listed cumulative projects have the
potential to result in the introduction and spread of invasive;natine, or noxious plant spesie

due to the cumulative increase in ground disturbance in undeveloped native vegetation
communities (as discussed above, the total estimate of disturbance in the biological cumulative
analysis study area to vegetation as a result of reasonably foresagablative projects was
determined to be approxineit 3,886acres)However, the development of the Proposed Project

is largely located within fallow agriculturéisturbed habitagnd developed lands (586.47 of the
643.13 acres of impact or approximgt80% of the impact footprint). The Proposed Project would
remove 508.46 acres of nomtive plant species associated with the fallow agriculture from the
Project site, thus reducing the potential for these species to invade nearby native habitat.
Conversdy, the Proposed Project would remove 126.99 acres of sensitive vegetation and could
spread invasive plants into adjacent ratmabitat.

Fugitive Dust

For a cumulative impact related to construction dust generation resulting in vegetation degradation
to occur, the reasonably foreseeable cumulative projects would have to be constructed at the same
time and in proximity to each other. The listed cumulative projects within the biological
cumulative analysis study area involve a variety of project types.tidddily, most of the
biological cumulative analysis studgreais characterized by undisturbed native vegetation
communities. Construction of some cumulative projects may partially overlap or would be
completed prior to commencementRybposed Projectonstruction activities, and impacts would

be less severe than if they were constructed simultaneously. If all of the reasonably foreseeable
cumulative projects in proximity to tieroposed Projeatiere to be constructed simultaneously,
which is highly unlilely, substantial dust generation could degrade nearby vegetation.

Indirect impacts stemming from tlReoposedProject could affect one population of sticggrea
located at the development eddée remaining populations of speeshtus plantsvould be
located away fronfProposedProject developmenGiven thepotential impact to only onemall
populationof one plant specieshe Proposed Projeatiould not contribute to a cumulatively
considerablesignificant impact from indirect impacts ospecialstatus plant species
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Special-Status Wildlife Species

Direct

For a cumulative impact to specithtus wildlife species to occur, the cumulative projects would
have to result in the loss of the same spestatius wildlife species or their habitat asPnegposed
Projectsuch that those species become more limited in their distribution, population size, or
available suitable habitat within the biological cumulative analysis study area. The listed
cumulative projects that occur in the biological cumulativeyasiea study area would have the
potential to impact the same speetdtus wildlife species as tReoposed Project due to a similar
climate and similar distribution of vegetation communities. As stated previously, the total
estimated area of disturbartcesimilar native vegetation communities asfneposed Projedor
reasonably foreseeable cumulative projects in the biological cumulative analysis study area was
detemined to be approximately 3,88@res.

As described above, the biological cumulatialgsis study area includes the Peninsular Ranges
ecogeographic extent as defined by the Jepson Flora Project (Jepson Flora Pi2(ecT@0
analyze potential cumulative impacts to wildlife species, a hdimtsed approach was used, which
provides an osrall view of suitable habitats within the biological study area. Similar to plants, the
habitat model included suitable vegetation communities that are being impacted within the
biological cumulative analysis study area, and known elevation ranges Waldlife species. The

habitat model is provideoh Table 2.33, which includes the vegetation communities, elevation
ranges, total suitable acreage in the biological cumulative analysis study area, total impacted
acreage, and a discussion of the resdltee Proposed Projecttombined with the reasonably
foreseeable cumulative projects, despite species avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures
that would likely be implemented by each project, would have the potential to reduce the
distribution and/othe overall population size of one or more spestatus wildlife species such

that they are vulnerable to environmental variability and are at a higher risk of becoming imperiled.

However, the suite of wildlife species that occur or have potentiaidor avithin the biological
study area are widenging and occur in a wide variety of habitat types that occur throughout the
biological cumulative analysis study aréihe Proposed Projectvould not contribute to a
cumulatively considerablesignificant impact.

Indirect

Given the nature, location, and timing of the reasonably foreseeable cumulative projects, the
potential for cumulatively significant indirect constructi@mtated impacts is low. Reasonably
foreseeable cumulative projects within the bgibal cumulative analysis study area involve a
variety of project types. Projects within a few miles of the Project site are generally not anticipated
to be constructed simultaneously.
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However, construction of some listed cumulative projects in proxitoityie Proposed Project

may overlap, in which case increased human presence, vehicle traffic, and construction noise could
cause wildlife behavior modifications and avoidance of the area. These disruptions could result in
changes in habitat usage and pbt#dly affect species fitness and productivity. The potential
mortality resulting from increased vehicle use in the area and construction area hazards (e.qg.,
trenches) across thHerojectsite and listed cumulativ@roject site areas could lead to decreased
population numbers and reduced productivity. The Proposed Project and other reasonably
foreseeable cumulative projects are located in a rural area and adjacent properties provide
undeveloped areas for wildlife to evacuate. Additionally, there is suitetiigat available for
wildlife species on portions of the Project site and throughout the biological cumulative analysis
study area. Therefore, the potential for construeteated wildlife disturbance and mortality
impacts from the Proposed Project canelol with the reasonably foreseeable cumulative projects
would not contribute to a cumulatively considerable impact

2.3.4.2 Riparian Habitat or Sensitive Natural Community

The reasonably foreseeable cumulative projects have the potential to resultrge achypacts to
vegetation communities. Reasonably foreseeable cumulative projects have the poteffitietl to a
more than 3,886cres of vegetation communities and land covers within the biological cumulative
analysis study area. For cumulative effectsdoun, cumulative projects would have to result in

the loss of the same vegetation communities as the Proposed Project such that those vegetation
communities become limited in acreage or extent within the cumulative analysis area.
Additionally, a cumulativémpact to native vegetation communities could occur if the cumulative
projects use all available land for mitigation such that the loss of native vegetation communities
cannot be adequately compensated within the cumulative analysis study area.

ThePropo®d Projectvould impact up t®43.13acres of vegetation communities and land covers.
Many of the vegetation communities impacted by Ereposed Projecare similar to those
impacted by the other cumulative projects in the region. Impatadiday agricdture account for
more than 50% of thetal cumulative project impactimpacts to other vegetation communities
vary, but are generally similar between Breposed Proje@nd the other cumulative projects.

The Proposed Pr oj ect énswuniiiesniptal @ppoximately Ov18% e that i o n
cumulative analysis study area. The Proposed Project combined with the reasonably foreseeable
cumulative projectsvould impact apmximately 0.9% of the cumulative analysis study area.
Therefore, the Propos@&doject, combined with the reasonably foreseeable cumulative projects in

the biological cumulative analysis study area, would contribute incrementally to adverse impacts

on vegetation communities. However, the cumulative scenario would impact less tlwdnhE)o

total cumulative analysis study area; therefore, vegetation communities would not become limited

in acreage or extent within the cumulative analysis.arbarefore, théroposedroject would

have a less than significant cumulative impact
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2.3.4.3 Wildlife Movement

A cumulative impact to linkages or wildlife movement corridors, the movement of fish, and/or
native wildlife nursery sites would occur if thisted cumulative projectscombined with the
Proposed Project, result in constraining or biogkknown habitat linkages or result in a
cumulative barrier to wildlife movement through the cumulative analysis area. The cumulative
analysis study area encompasses a largely undeveloped landscape with few barriers to movement,
except for 18, the U.S./Mxico border fence, and, to a lesser extent, scattered rural development
and property fencing.

Reasonably foreseeable projects that occur in the cumulative analysis area could potentially inhibit
wildlife movement. Several of the larger reasonably forddeqarojectsincluding wind energy
projectscould block wildlife movement (particularly for avian species) due to their size and
location (e.g., along an avian flyway or migration rdute

The Proposed Project combined with the cumulative projemid result in energyelated and other
development throughotlhe cumulative analysisrea.These projects have tipotential to disrupt
wildlife movement patterns for wildlife specie®ving east/west and traversing th@ freeway(in
particular, typical wideanging terrestrial species including mule deer, mountain lion, bobcat, and
coyote).To reduce impacts to wildlife movemenigtProposed Projelsais been designed to maintain
movement corridors throughout the Project site @mitentrate development in the least sensitive
portions of the Project sitén addition the cumulativeanalysis area is largely undeveloped, and
wildlife movement through and around the reasonably foreseeable cumulative project areas would still
be posdile. Despite the developmentbéseprojects, the area would remain predominantly rural with
significantundeveloped areasd wildlife movement opportunity. Additionally, the total acreage of
vegetation communities analyzed in the biological cumulanadysis study area is approximately
499,048 acres and the Proposed Project combined with reasonably foreseeable cumulative projects
would only impact approximately ®% of the total acreage. Therefoirapacts fromthe Proposed
Project combined with theasonably foreseeable cumulative projects whbeldssthan significant

for habitat linkages and wildlife movement corridors.

2.3.4.4 Local Policies, Ordinances, and Adopted Plans

A cumulative impact to regional planning would occur if the reasonabfsdeable cumulative
projects, combined with the Proposed Project, conflict with one or more local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources. Those projects within the biological cumulative analysis study area
would, similar to the Proposed Rct, be within the futurdlSCP East County Plan arekhe
cumulative projects under the land use planning jurisdiction of the County of San Diego would be
reviewed for consistency with the draft MSCP East County Plan currently in progress (no schedule for
completion currently)Therefore, reasonably foreseeable projects, in combination with the Proposed
Project, would not cumulatively contribute to a potential conflict with local plans.
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2.35 Significance of Impacts Prior to Mitigation

Candidate, Sensitive or Special-Status Species

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline A
There are no direct or indirect impacts to Quino checkerspot butterfly.

A total of 593.5 acres of suitable foraging habitatthe tricolored blackbirdvould be directly
impacted as a ra#t of theProposedProject; thereforedirect impacts to tricolored blackbird would
be potentially significant (Impact BI-W-2).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline B
Special-Status Plant Species (County List A and B Species)

The Proposed Project wouldsult in siort-term, constructiomelated, or temporary direct impacts
to one speciastatus planttPal mer 6 s g)r tlkapoodldi atayrhat ¢th& edge of the
development footprinfPotential temporary direct impaats specialstatus plant species would
be potentially significant. (Impact BI-SP-1)

In addition, here are direct impacts to two speatdtus species (see Tabk bf the Biological
Resources Technical Report included as Appeljixpygmy lotus(1 individual) and sticky
geraea21 individualg. Direct impacts to pygmy lotus and sticky geraea woulgdientially
significant (Impact Bl -SP-2).

Special-Status Wildlife Species (County Group 1 or State SSC)

Loss of County Group 1 or state SSC animals and/or suitable habitat from coostrelated
activities would result in sheterm direct impactsThese temporary direct impacisuld be
potentially significant (Impact BI-W-1).

Implementation of th€roposedProject would result in the direct loss of habitat, including foraging
habtat, for some of the County Group 1, Group 2, and/or SSC spBeigsanent direct impacts to
habitat for speciastatus wildlife species would Ipetentially significant (Impact Bl -W-2).

The ProposedProject would impact 630 acres of suitable foraging habitat for gedden eagle
therefore, permanent direcnpacs to golden eagle foraging habitat woulsk potentially
significant (Impact Bl -W-2).

The Proposed Project wialiresult inimpacts to 14.2 acres of occupiedrroning owl habitat;
thereforejmpacts to burrowing owl would htentially significant (Impact Bl -W-2).
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The Proposed Project would result inedt impacts orspeciatstatuswildlife species, if any active

nests or the young of nesting County Group 1 and/or SSC bird species are impacted through direct
grading, these impacts would petentially significant, based on the MBTAnd Fish and Game
Code(Impact BI-W-3).

Yuma myotis, pallidbat, andwestern smalfooted myotishave a high potential to roost in the
abandoned buildings on site, whiglould be demolished as part of the Proposed Project. If there
were a maternity roost in a building, impacts on that roost site woytdteatially significant,
absent mitigationlfnpact BI-W-4).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline C
Special-Status Plant Species (County List C and D Species)

Impacts on Pal mero6s grapplinghook outside des
clearing, tramphg, or grading. Potential temporary direct impacts to spstadiis plant species
would bepotentially significant (Impact Bl-SP-1).

No County List C plants were obserwetithin the Projecsite. There ar@o impactsto County
List D plants

Special-Status Wildlife Species (County Group 2)

Loss of County Group 2 or other speesthtus species and/or suitable habitat, from construction
related activities would result in shaerm direct impacts that would Ipstentially significant
(Impact BI-W-1).

Implementation of theProposedProject would result in the direct loss of habitat, including
foraging habitat, for some of the County of San Diego Group 2 or other spitigd species
which would be gotentially significant impact (mpact BI-W-2).

Permaent direct impacts on nesting birds could result if active nests or the young of nesting
County Group 1 and/or SSC bird species are impacts through direct grading or clearing and
grubbing in preparation for construction. This impact would gmentially significant
(Impact BI-W-3).

Yuma myotis pallid bat, and western sm#tloted myotishavea high potential to roost in the
abandoned buildings on site, whiglould be demolished as part of tReoposedProject If there
were a maternity roost in a building, impacts on that roost site woybdteatially significant
(Impact BI-W-4).
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Project Effects Relevant to Guideline D

There are no known arroyo toad records withinRhgect siteor vicinity; and there arao third
order stream channels present withinfeject site Therefore, the Proposed Project wolid/e
no impact on arroyo toad aestivation, foraging, or breeding habitat.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline E

Due to lack of recent nesting by goldsagles in this area, there wouldrtmeimpactswithin 4,000
feet of an active golden eagle nest.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline F

The Proposed Project would result in impacts to more than 5% of the fapging habitat;
therefore, impacts to r&gr foraging habitat would bgotentially significant (Impact BI-W-2).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline G

Shortterm, constructiomelated, or temporary direct impacts on potential foraging and breeding
habitat for species that use tRmject sitge.g., speciastatus birds) would primarily result from
construction activitie?otential temporary direct impacts on foraging and breeding heltité

the Projecsite would bepotentially significant (Impact BI-WLC -1).

The Project site is includedithin a Core Wildlife Area (a large block of habitat that supports
multiple wildlife species), even though the 163%re property is bordered by the U.S./Mexico
border fence, which may exclude some larger wildlife from moving directly through the Project
site. TheProject site is also a linkage between two blocks of habitat located on either side of the
Projectsite. The ProposedProject would impacé43 acres of land within the 1,85acreProject

site.A list of special status wildlife species that webserved or have the potential to occur within

the Project site are included in Appendix E1 of the Biological Resources Technical Report
(Appendix D to the EIR)This impactona core wildlife area fowould bepotentially significant
(Impact BI-WL -C).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline H
Special-Status Plant Species

Potential shorterm or temporary indirect impacts to speatltus plant species in the Projgtd

would primarily result from construction activities and include impacts related to or resulting from
the generation of fugitive dust; changes in hydrology resulting from construction, including
sedimentation and erosion; and the introduction of chemmlaitants (including herbicides).
These impacts would haotentially significant (Impact Bl -SP-3).
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Permanent indirect impacts could result from the proximity of the Progesgect to special

status plants after construction. Permanent indirect impaatsdiild affect speciatatus plant
species include generation of chemical pollutants, altered hydrologyatime invasive species,
increased human activity, and alteration of the natural fire regime. These impacts would be
potentially significan{iImpact BFSR-4).

Specialstatus plant specieat the edge of the biological open space easement/development
interface could be impacted by permanent indirect impacts such as those previously listed. These
impacts would b@otentially significan{iImpactBI-SR4).

Special-Status Wildlife Species

Indirect impacts to sensitive bird species may occur if clearing of vegetation is conducted during
the nesting season for MBTA protected species (generally January 15 through Auglisesd).
indirectimpacts wailld bepotentially significant (Impact BI-W-5).

Potential longterm or permanent indirect impacts to spestatus wildlife species would include
non-native, invasive plant and animal species introduction; habitat fragmentation; increased
human activityalteration of the natural fire regime; altered hydrology; and lighfihgse impacts
would bepotentially significant (Impact Bl-W-8).

Lighting for the ProposeBroject would be limited tanotion detectofighting at the substation
and site entry wayswa would beshielded and directed downwaiitherefore, lighting woultiave
aless thansignificant impact on wildlife.

Only five proposed utility poles would provide perches from which avian species may tbiage,
considered a minor risk for collision due to the small number of poldssithan significanimpacts.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline |

The Proposed Project would result in direct impacts to 14.2 acres of occupied burrowing owl
habitat (see Tabl2.33), which would beotentially significant (Impact BI-W-2).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline J

The Projectsiteis outsideof therangefor coastal cactus wreiherefore no impactsrelating to
this guideline would occur.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline K

No Hermes copper butterfliekycaena hermgshave been detectedthin the Projectsite The
larval host plant (i.e., true limiting factor), spiny redbe®Rh&mnus crocgahas not been detected
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during biological surveysvithin the Prgect site Based on the lack of suitable habitat for this
species, therojectsiteis not considered occupied Hermes copper butterfly habitat. Thenedore,
impactsrelated to this guideline would occur.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline L

Potential impacts on the nesting success of tree and/or gnastidg raptors associated with the
loss of suitable nesting habitat wouldgmentially significant (Impact BI-W-2).

Temporary indirect impacts on avian foraging and wildlife access toifgrag nesting would
primarily result from construction activitie¥hese impactsasdiscusse@bove, argotentially
significant (Impact BI-W-5).

Due to lack of suitable habitat or range for coastal cactus Wamngylorhynchus brunneicapillus
sandiegesis) , | east ®Biecb Ibdllis pusilugr soathwestern willow flycatcher
(Empidonax traillii extimul coastal California gnatcatchédlioptila california californicg, and
light-footed clapper railRallus longirostris levipgsthese speciesanot expected to nesithin
theProject sitethereforeno impact on the nesting success of those species would result.

Riparian Habitat or Sensitive Upland Natural Community

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline A

Shortterm, constructiomelated, otemporary direct impacts to speeshtus upland vegetation
communities would primarily result from construction activiti#&mporary direct impacts to
speciaistatus vegetation communitiegthin the Projectsite would bepotentially significant
(Impact BI-V-1).

The Proposed Projeatould result in permanent direct impactsli®6.99acres of riparian habitat

or sensitive vegetation communitiasnd 467.63 acres ofallow agriculture Although fallow
agricultureis typically not considered a sensitive e&gtion community, the areas mapped as
fallow agriculturedo provide foraging habitat for wildlife and therefore would be considered a
sensitive vegetation communityhese impacts would be potentially significdmgact Bl-V-2).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline B

Shortterm, constructiomelated, or temporary direct impacts to jurisdictional aquatic resources would
primarily result from construction activitie®otential temporary direct impacts to jurisdictional
aquatic resources within tieojectsitewould bepotentially significant (BI-JAR-1).

The ProposedProject would result imo impactsto potential ACOE and RWQCB nemetland
waters or CDFW streambed
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Potential shorterm or temporary indirect impacts to jurisdictional aquatic resources Rrofect
sitewould primarily result from construction activities and include impacts related to or resulting
from the generation of fugitive dust; changes in hydrology resulting from construction, including
sedimentation and erosion; and the introduction of chemialiitants, including herbicides
Therefore, this impact would lpotentially significant (Impact Bl-JAR-2).

Long-term or permanent indirect impacts could result from the proximity of the Proposed Project
to jurisdictional aquatic resources after constamc{e.g., maintenance of roadBptential long

term indirect impacts to jurisdictional aquatic resources that occur outside of the impact area would
be potentially significant (Impact Bl-JAR-3).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline C

Estimated drawdowat the nearest groundwatdependent habitat from pumping Well No. 2 and
Well No. 3 would be less thahreefeet. Further, current groundwater levels in Well No. 3 are at
least 12 feet higher than the historical low groundwater level recorded in thebhiaMalley
alluvial aquifer AppendixJ, GroundwateimvestigationrRepor}. Therefore, drawdown as a result

of ProposedProject groundwater use would be unlikely to exceed the historical low groundwater
level, and impacts on the groundwater tatteild beless than significant

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline D

Potential shorterm or temporary indirect impacts to sensitive vegetation commuwitigis the
Project sitewould primarily result from construction activities and include impacts related t
resulting from the generation of fugitive dust; changes in hydrology resulting from construction,
including sedimentation and erosion; and the introduction of chemical pollutants, including
herbicides These temporary indirect impacts wouldpgatentially significant (Impact BI-V-3).

Long-term or permanent indirect impacts could result from the proximity of the Proposed Project
to sensitive vegetation communities after construction (e.g., maintenance of roads, fencing, and
landscaping). Potential lortgrm indirect impacts to sensitive vegetation communities that occur
outside of the impact area would jpatentially significant (Impact Bl-V-4).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline E

The Proposed Pject is designed to avoid RPO wetlaradgl the 56foot RPO wetland buffer.
Thereforeno impactsrelating to Guideline 4.2.&ould occur
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Jurisdictional Wetlands and Waterways

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline 4.3

The Proposed Project would hgwatentialtemporary direct impactand potentialemporary and
permanent indirect impacts, on jurisdictional aquatic resources as defined by Section 404 of the
Clean Water Acif grading occurred outside the approved limits of disturbaiibese impacts

would bepotentially significant (Impacts BI-JAR-1, BI-JAR-2, andBI-JAR-3).

Therewould beno direct impacts to federally regulated waters

Wildlife Movement and Nursery Sites

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline A

Shortterm, constructiomelated, or temporary direct impacts to potential foraginglaedding
habitat for species that use tRsoject sitge.g., speciastatus birds) would primarily result from
construction activities?otential temporary direct impacts to foraging and breeding habikan
the Projecsite would bepotentially significant (Impact BI-WLC -1).

Permanendirect impacts t&43 acres of potential foraging and breeding habitat for species that
use theProject sitewould occur as a result of the Proposed Project. Permanent direct impacts to
foraging and breeding habitaould bepotentially significant (Impact BI-WLC -2).

Indirect impacts to sensitive bird species may occur if clearing of vegetation is conducted during
the nesting season for MBTA protected species (generally January 15 through Auglise8a).
impactswould bepotentially significant (Impact BI-WLC -3).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline B

The Proposed Projeatould substantially interfere with a local linkage and connectivity between
blocks of habitat and would impact wildlife movement between #st @d west core habitat
areasThis impact would bgotentially significant (Impact BI-WLC -2).

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline C

The Proposed Project does not craataatural movement corridor§he impacts wouldess
than significant.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline D

There would be shoterm, constructiomelated noiseThese temporary indirect impacts would be
potentially significant (Impact BI-WLC -3).
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Permanent Indirect Impacts to Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridors
Long-term (permanent) indirect impacts from noise and lightwayld beless than significant
Project Effects Relevant to Guideline E

The fenced solar panels and facilities would be unstaffed and therefore would be compatible with
adjacent wildlife movement, sinéeiman activity would be limitedAlthoughfencing is proposed
around thesolar facility, wildlife movement could still occur within the SDG&E easemtatt
transects théroject site and drainage corridor along the western portion of the proposed solar
facility. Thereforewith the incorporation of mitigatiorthe ProposedProject would result in &ss

than significant impact on corridor widths.

Project Effects Relevant to Guideline F

The placement of fencing and the solar facility within the Project site could disrupt the visual
continuity of the Project site as a wildlife movement corridor. This impagiotentially
significant (Impact BI-WLC -2).

Local Policies, Ordinances and Adopted Plans

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline A

The Project sitedoes not support coastal sage scrub; therefore, ther® aignificant impacts
under this threshold.

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline B

The Proposed Project would not conflict witle draft MSCP East County planning effort.
Thereforeno impactswould occur.

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline C

AlthoughRPO wetlandsccurwithin theProject sitethe Proposed Project would av&l®O wetlands
andthe wetland buffer. Thereforep impactswould occur to RPO wetlands or wetland buffers.

Per County guidelines, the occupied burrowing owl habitat is considered sensitive habitat
lands Thus theimpacts to occupied burrowing owl habitabuld bepotentially significant
(Impact BI-W-2).

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline D

TheProject sitaloes not support coastal sage scrub; therefore, thereiampacts under this threshold.
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Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline E

The Proposed Project conforms to the goals and requireageatglined in all applicable regional
planning efforts; therefor&o impactswould occur.

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline F

Since there is no approv@iSCP East County Plaand no associated BMO, this guideline does
not apply to the Proposed Peot and thereforao impactswould occur.

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline G

In regard to wdlife Movement and Nursery Sitedevelopment of th€roposedProject would
convert theProjectsite from a large open space available for unimpeded wildlife moveiiast
impact would bepotentially significant (Impact BI-WLC -2).

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline H

Since there is no approvédiSCP East County Plaend no associated BMO, thgsiideline does
not apply to the Proposed Project; therefaeimpactswould occur.

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline |

This guideline only applies to areas with an adopted MSCP Plan. Since there is no approved MSCP
East County Plan, this guidedirdoes not apply to theroposedProject; thereforeno impacts
would occur

Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline J
Quino Checkerspot Butterfly

The Propose#roject would not reduce the likelihood of survival or recovery of Qalrexkerspot
butterfly in the wild.Therefore, thd’roposed B®ject wouldhaveno impacts (direct or indirect)
on Quino checkerspot butterflyncluding host plants.

Tricolored Blackbird

The ProposedProject would impact 593.5 acres opotentialtricolored blackbird foraging habitat
within the Project site. Because the tricolor
guidelines, the impacts to tricolored blackbird woulghbeentially significant (Impact BI-W-2).
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Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline K
The Proposed Project would have potentigbacts to migratory birdsnopact BI-W-3).
Project Effect as Relevant to Guideline L

Based on the limited usm site by golden eagles, the Proposeajeget would not result in the take
of eagleseagle eggs, or any part of an ea@lee to lack of recent nesting by golden eagles in this
area,permanent direct impacts to golden eagle woulttbe than significant

Cumulative Impacts

Candidate, Sensitive, or Special-Status Species
Special-Status Plant Species

The ProposedrBjectwould result in direct impacts to small populations of two plant species (22
individuals total) and could temporarily impact one small population of stygtgaeaduring
construction. These impacts, when added to the pakemipacts to suitable habitat from other
projects, would notesult in a reduced distribution of #eetwo species theregion.Therefore,

loss of speciabtatus plant specigsom the Proposed Project combined with the reasonably
foreseeable cumulavprojects wouldhot contribute to a cumulatively considerable impact

Indirect impacts stemming from tfiReoposedProject could affect one population of sticggrea
located at the development edge. The remaining populatiosgesfalstatus plants wodlbe
located away from theroposedProject development. Given the potential impact to only one small
population of one plant speciebgetProposed Project woutwt contribute to a cumulatively
considerablesignificant impact on speciaktatus plant spees

Special-Status Wildlife Species

Thesuite of wildlife species that occur or have potential to occur within the biological study area
are wideranging and occur in a wide variety of habitat types that occur throughout the biological
cumulative analysistudy area. The Proposed Project woubd contribute to a cumulatively
considerablesignificant impact.

The Proposed Project and other reasonably foreseeable cumulative projects are located in a rural area
and adjacent properties provide undevelopedsai@awildlife to evacuate. Additionally, there is
suitable habitat available for wildlife species on portions of the Project site and throughout the
biological cumulative analysis study area. Therefore, the potential for constmatéitad wildlife
disturbance and mortality impacts from the Proposed Project combined with the reasonably
foreseeable cumulative projects wountat contribute to a cumulatively considerable impact
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Riparian Habitat or Sensitive Natural Community

The cumulative scenario woulthpact less than 1% of the total cumulative analysis study area;
therefore, vegetation communities would not become limited in acreage or extent within the
cumulative analysis are@herefore, th®roposedProject wouldhot contribute to a cumulatively
significant impact.

Wildlife Movement

The Proposed Project has been designed to maintain movement corridors throughout the Project
site and concentrate development in the least sensitive portions of the Project site. Thdrefore
combined with other projects in the cumulative area, the Proposed Project wootshiniitute

to a cumulatively significant impacton wildlife movement.

In addition,the cumulativeanalysis area is largely undeveloped, and wildlife movement through
and around the reasonably foreseeable cumulative project areas would still be possible. Despite
the development atheseprojects, the area would remain predominantly rural with significant
undeveloped areaand wildlife movement opportunity. Additionallythe total acreage of
vegetation communities analyzed in the biological cumulative analysis study area is approximately
499,048acres and the Proposed Project combined with reasonably foreseeable cumulative projects
would only impact approximately @% of the total acreage. Thereforampacts fromthe
Proposed Project combined with the reasonably foreseeable cumulative projectbaviestsl

than significant for habitat linkages and wildlife movement corridors.

Local Policies, Ordinances, and Adopted Plans

A cumulative impact to regional planning would occur if the reasonably foreseeable cumulative
projects, combined with the Proposed Project, conflict with one or more local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources. Those projects withnbiological cumulative analysis study area
would, similar to the Proposed Project, be within the fuM&CP East County Plan ar€ghe
cumulative projects under the land use planning jurisdiction of the County of San Diego would be
reviewed for consishcy with the draft MSCP East County Plan currently in progress (no schedule
for completion currently) Therefore, reasonably foreseeable projects, in combination with the
Proposed Project, would not cumulatively contribute to a potential conflict wahptans and the
Proposed Project woultbt contribute to a cumulatively significant impact

2.3.6 Mitigation Measures
M-BI-1 Biological Monitoring.

(a) In order toprevent inadvertent disturbancestnsitive resourcareas outside the
approved area of impac County of San Diego (Countgpproved biologist
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(Project Biologist) shall be contracted to perform biological monitoring during
all grading, clearing, grubbing, trenchimgdconstructioractivities.

1. The Project Biologist shatlerform the monitoring duties before, during, and
after construction pursuant to the most current version of the County
Biological Report Format and Requirement Guidelind$he contract
provided to the County shall include an agreement that this witiropleted,
and amemorandum ofunderstanding between the biological consulting
company and the County shall be executed. The contract shall include a cost
estimate for the monitoring work and reporting. In addition to performing
monitoring duties pursuanb tthe most current version of the County
Biological Report Format and Requirement Guideljriee Project Biologist
shall also perform the following duties:

a.

October 2020

Attend the preconstruction meeting with the contractor and other key
construction personnel pritw clearing, grubbing, or grading to reduce
conflict between the timing and location of construction activities with
other mitigation requirements (e.g., seasonal surveys for nesting birds).

Conduct meetings with the contractor and other key construction
personnel describing the importance of restricting work to designated
areas prior to clearing, grubbing, or grading and clarifying that the
Project Biologist has the authority to halt work that could harm or harass
a protected species.

Review and/or desigta the construction area in the field with the
contractor in accordance with the final grading plan prior to clearing,
grubbing, or grading.

Discuss procedures/training for minimizing harm to or harassment of
wildlife encountered during construction wittet contractor and other
key construction personnel prior to clearing, grubbing, or grading.

Conduct a field review of the staking to be set by the surveyor,
designating the limits of all construction activity prior to clearing,
grubbing, or grading.

Supevise and monitor vegetation clearing, grubbing, and grading to
ensure against direct and indirect impacts on biological resources that are
intended to be protected and preserved.

Flush speciaktatus species (i.e., avian or other mobile species) from
occuped habitat areas immediately prior to bretbaring and
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earthmoving activitieslf brushclearing and eartimoving activities
take place within the bird breeding season, flushing shall not occur in
an area identified as having an active nest and thusdtingsin a
potential take of a species.

. Verify that grading plans include a stormwater pollution prevention plan

(SWPPP) (if required pursuant to provisions of the State Water
Resources Control Board 200903DWQ Construction General
Permit, or equivalet applying the standards set forth in the County of
San Diego Stormwater Standards Manual) to address hydrology
impacts; sed-Bl-7.

Periodically monitor the construction site to see that dust is minimized
according to the fugitive dust control plan ahdtttemporarily impacted
areas are revegetated as soon as possible.

Periodically monitor the construction site to verify that artificial security
light fixtures are directed away from open space and are shielded.

Oversee the construction site so that canelor escape routes for wildlife
from excavated areas are provided on a daily lhsimg vegetation
clearing, grubbing and gradingll steep trenches, holes, and excavations
during construction shall be covered at night with backfill, plywood, metal
plates, or other means, and the edges covered with soils and plastic sheeting
such that small wildlife cannot access them. Soil piles shall be covered at
night to prevent wildlife from burrowing in. The edges of the sheeting shall
be weighted down with sabhdgs. These areas may also be fenced to
prevent wildlife from gaining access. Exposed trenches, holes, and
excavations shall be inspected twice daily (i.e., each morning and prior to
sealing the exposed area at the end of the day) by a qualified bitogist
monitor for wildlife entrapment. Excavations shall provide an earthen ramp
to allow for a wildlife escape route.

Except as stated otherwise herein, biological monitoring is daily during
vegetation clearing, grubbing and gradin@nce the PV field
construction commences, the monitoring shall be weekly.

2. The cost of the monitoring shall be added to the grading bonds oedond
separately with the County Planni&gDevelopment ServiggPDS).

Documentation The Applicant shall proviel a copy of the biological monitoring
contract, cost estimate, and MOU to the PDS. Additionally, the cost amount of the
monitoring work shall be added to the grading bond cost estimate.
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M-BI-2

October 2020

Timing: Prior to approval of any grading and or improvement plansssuénce
of any grading or construction permits.

Monitoring : The PDS shall review the contract, MOU, and cost estimate or
separate bonds for compliance with this condition. The cost estimate should be
forwarded to the Project manager, for inclusion m gihading bond cost estimate,
and grading bonds. The DPW/PDS shall add the cost of the monitoring to the
grading bond costs.

(b) In order b ensure that the biological monitoring occurred during the grading
phase of the Projea, final biological monitoringeport shall be preparedh@
Project Biologist shall prepatbefinal biological monitoring report. The report
shall substantiate the supervision of the grading activities,canfirm that
grading or construction activities did not impact any additiareds or any other
sensitivebiological resources. The report shall conform to the CoRefyort
Format Guidelines for Biological Resourcesd include the following items:

a. Photos of the fencing or temporary flagging that was installed during the
trenchirg, grading, or clearing activities

b. Monitoring logs showing the date and time that the monitor was on site

c. Photos of the site after the grading and clearing activities.

Documentationt The Project Biologist shall prepare the final report and submit it
to thePDS for review and approval.

Timing: Prior to any occupancy, final grading release, or use of the premises in
reliance of this permit, the final report shall be approved.

Monitoring: The PDS shall review the final report for compliance with this
condition and the report format guidelines. Upon approval of the report, PDS shall
inform DPW that the requirement is complete and the bond amount can be
relinquished. If the monitoring was bonded separately, then PDS shall inform the
applicant to release the lbback to the Applicant.

(c) Compliance with this measure shall be required during decommissioning activities.

Temporary Construction Fencing. Prior to issuance of permits, including
clearing, grubbing, grading, and/or construction permitgptbgctapplicant or its
designee shall install fencing wherever the limits of grading are adjacent to
sensitive vegetation communities or other biological resources, as identified by the
Project Biologist Fencingshall remain in place during all constructiortiétes.

All temporaryfencingshall be shown on plans. Prior to release of grading and/or
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improvement bonds, a qualified biologist shall provide evidence to the satisfaction
of the Director othe San Diego County DepartmentdénningandDevelopment
Services (or his/her designee) that work was conducted as authorized under the
approved permits and associated plans.

M-BI-3 Habitat Preservation. In order to mitigate for impacts to loss of sensitive vegetation
communities, plant and wildlife species habgpecial status plant specibsyrowing
owl occupied habitatand wildlife movementthe applicant shall providan on-site
biologicalopen spaceasement

(a) In order to protect sensitive biological resources, pursuant tirélseurce
ProtectionOrdinance RPO and California Environmental Quality Acta
biological open space easement will be granted apeto 435.00acres of
sensitive vegetation communities, spesi@tusplant species, and habitat for
specialstatus specieS.he project is eghated to impact sensitive vegetation
communities that require mitigation as summarized in the following table.

Permanent Biological Open
Direct Requird Space Easement
Impacts Mitigation (Acres)
Vegetation Community/Land Cover Ratio (Acres) (Acres)
*Desd saltbush scrub 2:1 5039 100.78 4.69
*Desert sink scrub 31 o} o} 12.43
*Disturbed freshwater marsh 31 o} o} 0.08
*Mesquite bosque 31 2.64 7.92 126.12
*Sonoran mixed woody scrub 11 o} o} 139.33
*Sonoran mixed woody and succulent 11
72.85 72.85 132.05
*Tamarisk scrub 31 1.11 3.33 o}
*Nonwetland waters of the United 1:1 5 o} 0.78
States/state
Fallow agriculttre 0.5:1 467.63 233.82 9.35
Disturbed habitat N/A 27.27 o} 10.17
Urban/developed N/A 21.24 o} <0.01
Total fi 643.13 418.70 435.00

Note:An asterisk (Marksadnd cover typ&s which the County of San Diego (28fi0e§mitigatian
1The fallow agriculture is considered raptor foragingtigaitédt a 0.5:1 mitigation ratio.

This biological open space easement shall gaig for project impacts to
sensitive vegetation communities and habitat for wildlife species, thereby
preserving compensatory habitat that provides equal or greater benefit to plant
and wildlife speciesThis biological open space easement will be gratutdioe
County of San Diego (County{sranting of this open space authorizes the
County and its agents to periodically access the land to perform management
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and monitoring activities for the purposes of species and habitat conservation.
This easement is fdhe protection of biological resources and prohibits all of
the following on any portion of the land subject to said easengeading;
excavation; placement of soil, sand, rock, gravel, or other material; clearing of
vegetation; construction, erectioor, placement of any building or structure;
vehicular activities; trash dumping; or use for any purpose other than as open
space.Granting of this open space authorizes the County and its agents to
periodically access the land to perform management andoenagi activities

for the purposes of species and habitat conservatimonly exceptions to this
prohibition are (1) vegetation clearing by hand, by written order of the fire
authority for reduction of an identified fire hazard; (2) activities conducted
pursuant to an approved revegetation or resource management plan; (3) vector
control by written order of the County; and (4) construction, use, and
maintenance of approved multse, noAmotorized trails. No trails have been
approved as part of this Projeand would require subsequent environmental
review and approval by PDS. Permanent signage indicating the area is a
biological open space will be required and will be installed by the developer.

Documentatiort The applicant shall prepare the draft platd &egal descriptions

of the easements, then submit them for preparation and recordation witG#e
and concurrence with PD&8nd pay all applicable fees associated with preparation
of the documents.

Timing: Prior to approval of any plan or issuanceanf/ permit, and prior to use
of the premises in reliance of this perthié easements shall be recorded.

Monitoring : The DGS shall prepare and approve the easement documents and send
them toPDSfor pre-approval.ThePDSshall preapprove the language and estimated
location of the easements before they are released to the applicant for signature and
subsequent recordatiddpon Recordation of the easemebBi§Sshall forward a copy

of the recorded documentsR®Sfor satsfaction of the condition.

(b) SpeciatStatus Plants. Mitigation shall be provided for one pygmy lotus

(County List A) and 21 sticky geraea individuals (County List B). County List

A plant species will be mitigated at a 3:1 ratio, and County List B spedies w

be mitigated at a 1:1 mitigation ratio. Mitigation for these plants shall be
achieved through a combination of (1) salvaging the plants located in proposed
impact areas and replanting in suitable mitigation lands, and (2) establishment
of additional pants to meet the mitigation requirements. The Resource
Management Pla(RMP) for the biological open space easement shall include
the required measures to ensure viability of the transplanted and established
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individuals. The RMP (see MBI-4) will include he locations of the plant
restoration. The RMP will be the basis for monitoring and mitigation activities
for the entire biological open space, including locations of plant mitigation.

Documentatiornt The applicant shall prepare an RMP and submit it to &Say
all applicable review fees.

Timing: Prior to approval of any plan or issuance of any permit, and prior to use
of the premises in reliance of this perthi easements shall be recorded.

Monitoring : A RMP Annual Report will be submitted to the County along with
the submittal fee to cover County staff review time.

(c) Burrowing owl occupied habitat Based on mitigation ratios provided in
Table 1 of the Strategy for Mitigating Impacts to Burrowing Owlstha
Unincorporated County (Attachment A, County of San Diego 2Q10i®
project is required tgrovide 1:1 mitigation ratio for impacts to occupied
burrowing owl habitat. Impacts to burrowing owl habitat will be mitigated by
dedicating 22 acres of suitabburrowing owl habitat as an -@ite biological
open space easemeitis acreage is included in the ovenafi to 435-acre
biological open space easemeéltiis area is comprised of open, relatively flat
habitat which contains similar vegetation commaeasitas the impacted habitat.
This biological open space easement shall mitigate for project impacts to
occupied burrowing wl habitat. Refer to M-BI-3(a) which describes the
biological open space easement requirements.

(d) Wildlife Corridor Access The projectshall provide a 50 to 100 foot opening
in the perimeter fence north of the SDG&E easement to allow for wildlife
moving within the easement corridor or north of the easement to move in and
out of the easement. The opening in the fence will allow wildtfedling along
the fence line to find a break in the fencing leading them into the larger wildlife
corridor.This opening in the fence shall be provided and maintained for the life
of the project.

Documentatiort The fencing on the construction plans sisalbw an opening in

the perimeter fencing as described above. The applicant shall install the project
fencing or walls as indicated above and provide site photos and a statement from a
California Registered Engineer, or licensed surveyor that the fenesidhéen
installed to provide the required opening.

Timing: Prior to approval of any plan or issuance of any permit, and prior to use
of the premises in reliance of this perithié easements shall be recorded.
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Monitoring : The [PDS, PCC] shall review the pbtos and statement for
compliance with this condition.

Resource Management Plan (RMP)In order to provide for the longerm
management of the proposed-site biological open space, an RMP will be
prepared and implemented. The final Ri#hnot beapproved until the following
has beerwompleted to the satisfaction of the Director of Plan&ngevelopment
Services as follows:

1. The plan will be prepared and approved pursuant to the most current version of the
County of San Diego (County) Biologicaéport Format and Content Requirements.

2. The habitat land to be managed will be owned by a land conservancy or equivalent.

3. Open space easements will be dedicated to the County in perpahlégs
conveyed to another public agency subject to approval byitketor of PDS

4. A resource manager will be selected and approved, with evidence provided
demonstrating acceptance of this responsibility.

5. The RMP funding mechanism to fund annual costs for basic stewardship shall
be identified and approved by the Counitile RMP funding mechanism will be
identified and adequate to fund annual costs for implementation; typically
determined by a Property Analysis Record as awesting endowment.

6. A contract between the applicant and County will be executed for the
implementation of the RMP

Documentatiornt The applicant shall prepare an RMP and submitRR&and pay
all applicable review fees

Timing: Prior to approval of any plan or issuance of any permit, and prior to use of
the premises in reliance on tipsrmit, the RMP shall be approved.

Monitoring : The PDS shall review the RMP for compliance with the content
guidelines, the conceptual RMP, and this condition.

This mitigation measure serves to avoid take of birds protected under the Migratory
Bird Treaty Act and California Fish and Game Code during the nesting season (M
Bl-5(a)) and take avoidance for burrowing owls during the breedalivnor
breeding seasaiM-BI-5(b).

(a) Nesting Bird Survey. To avoid any direct impacts on raptors and/or any
migratory birds protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and California
Fish and Game Code, removal of habitat that supports active nests on the
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proposed area of disturbance shall occur outside the nesting seattoeséor
species (which is January 15dhgh August 31, annually)f construction
work must occur during the avian breeding seadanyary 1%0 August 31,
annually, the applicant shall:

1. Work with theCounty, CDFW and the USFWS to prepare a Nesting Bird
Management, Monitoring, and Reporting Plan (NBMMRP) to address
avoidance of impacts to nesting birds.

a. The applicant(s) will submit to the agencies the NBMMRP (see
following for details) for review and approvatior to commencement
of the project during the breeding season. The NBMMRP should
include the following:

b. Nest survey protocols describing the nest survey methodologies

c. A management plan describing the methods to be used to avoid nesting
birds and their ests, eggs, and chicks

d. A monitoring and reporting plan detailing the information to be
collected for incorporation into a regular Nest Monitoring Log (NML)
with sufficient details to enable USFSW and CDFW to monitor the
applicant 6s ¢ ompl Gamel Code Sedtiand 3503, s h
3503.5, 3511, and 3513

e. A schedule for the submittal (usually weekly) of the NML

f. Standard buffer widths deemed adequate to avoid or minimize
significant projectrelated edge effects (disturbance) on nesting birds
and their nest eggs, and chicks

g. A detailed explanation of how the buffer widths were determined

h. All measures the applicant will implement to preclude birds from
utilizing projectrelated structures .6., construction equipment,
facilities, or materials) for nesting

2. Conduct preconstruction nesting bird surveys within 72 hours of
constructiorrelated activities; conduct preconstruction survey sweeps
immediately prior to groundisturbing activities; and implement
appropriate avoidance measures for identified nesbirgs in the
NBMMRP. Resurvey, if construction activities are halted for ten
consecutive days.

3. To determine presence of nesting birds that the project activities may affect,
surveysshallbe conducted beyond the project & &0 feet for passerine
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birds and 500 feet for raptors. The survey protoaiiallinclude a detailed
description of methodologies utilized by CidFapproved avian biologists

to search for nests and describe avian behaviors that indicate active nests.
The protocolshallinclude but ar@ot limited to the size of the project area
being surveyed, method of search, and behavior that indicates active nests.

. Each nest identified in the project adall be included in the NML. The

NMLs shouldbe updated daily and submitted to ®BFW weekly. Since

the purpose of the NMLs is to allow ti@DFW to track compliance, the
NMLs shallinclude information necessary to allow comparison between
nests protected by standard buffer widths recommended for the project (300
feet for passerine birds, 500 féer raptors) and nests whose standard buffer
width was reduced by encroachment of prejetated activities. The NMLs
shallprovide a summary of each nestidentified, including the species, status
of the nest, buffer information, and fledge or failuegdad The NMLsshalll

allow for tracking the success and failure of the buffersvemuald provide

data on the adequacy of the buffers for certain species.

. The applicant(s) will rely on its avian biologists to determine the appropriate

standard buffer width$or nests within the project corridor/footprint to
employ based on the sensitivity levels of specific species or guilds of avian
species. The determination of the standard buffer wihhd be site and
speciedguild-specific and datariven and not ksed on generalized
assumptions regarding all nesting birds. The determination of the buffer
widthsshallconsider the following factors:

a. Nesting chronologies
b. Geographic location

c. Existing ambient conditions (human activity within line of séyltars,
bikes, pedestrians, dogs, noise)

d. Type and extent of disturbance (e.g., noise levels and dhality
punctuated, continual, ground vibratiénblastingrelated vibrations
proximate to terrcolonies are known to make the groeumabsting birds
flush the nests)

e. Visibility of disturbance
f. Duration and timing of disturbance
g. Influence of other environmental factors

h. S p e csitessgedific level of habituation to the disturbance.
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6. Application of he standard buffer widths alh avoid the potential for
projectrelated nest abandonment and failure of fledging and minimize any
disturbance to the nesting behavior. If project activities cause or contribute
to a bird being flushed from a nest, the buffeust be widenedThis
measure does not apply to nests that are started on construction equipment
or panels or supporting structures.

Documentation: The ProjectBiologist shall prepare the final report and submit it
to the PDS for review and approval.

Timing: Prior to any occupancy, final grading release, or use of the premises in
reliance of this permit, the final report shall be approved.

Monitoring: The PDS shall review the final report for compliance with this
condition and the report format guidgeds. Upon approval of the report, PDS shall
inform the applicanthat the requirement is complete and the bond amount can be
relinquishedlf the monitoring was bonded separately, then the PDS shall inform
DPW to release the bond back to the applicant.

(b) Burrowing Owl Take Avoidance Surveys. Take avoidance surveys are
intended to detect the presence of burrowing owls on a project site at a fixed
period in time and inform necessary take avoidance actions. Take avoidance
surveys may detect changes in owl pnegesuch as colonizing owls that have
recently moved onto the site, migrating owls, resident burrowing owls changing
burrow use, or young of the year that are still present and have not dispersed
(CDFG 2012) Surveys must be completed no less than 14 gegs to the
initiating ground disturbance activities.

1. If burrowing owls are detected during the breeding sedBebruary 1
through August 13urveys, a Burrowing Owl Management Plan will need to
be written and approved by the County and the Califore@aiment of Fish
and Wildlife before construction continues. The Plan shall include, at a
minimum: 1) measures to protect burrowing owls during grading; 2)
description of passive or active burrowing relocation during theoneeding
season; and 3) degation of BMPs to implement during construction (e.qg.,
ensure that the ends of all pipes and culverts are covered when they are not
being worked on, and covering rubble piles, dirt piles, ditches, and berms).
Table 62, Recommended Restricted Activity Datex] Setback Distances
by Level of Disturbance for Burrowing Owls, provides the CDFW
recommended restricted activity dates and setback distances around occupied
burrowing owl nests for varying levels of disturbance (CDFG 2012).
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2.

If construction activities atur during the notbreeding season for
burrowing owl (1 Septembér31 January), a biologist shall conduct a take
avoidance survey, following the methods described in the Burrowing Owl
Staff Report (CDFG 2012). The take avoidance survey(s) can be cahducte
between 14 days and 24 hours prior to initiating ground disturbance
activities; however, time lapses between project activities may require
subsequent surveys within 24 hours prior to ground disturbance. If any
burrowing owls are found during these swwe avoidance and
minimization measures must be implemented.

The following avoidance and minimization measures shathipgemented:

a. Avoid working within 50 meters (160 feet) from the occupied burrow during
the norbreeding season;

b. Avoid direct destructiomf occupied burrows during the némneeding
season until the burrowing owl has vacated the burrow (determined
through monitoring of the burrow)

If these measures cannot be implemented, the applicant shall obtain written
approval of an accepted plan (written or verbal) fiitbven County and the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife before construction continues
The plan shall include 1jlentification of artificial burrow sites, 2) passive
relocation methods, 3) monitoring and management of the artificial burrow
site, and 4) reporting.

Documentation TheProjectBiologist shall prepare the finaurveyreport
and/or Burrowing Owl Managem& Planand submit it to the PDS for
review and approval.

Timing: Prior to final grading release, or use of the premises in reliance of
this permit, the finasurveyreportand/orBurrowing Owl Management Plan
shall be approved.

Monitoring : The PDS shalteview the finalsurvey report and/dBurrowing

Owl Management Plafor compliance with this condition and the report
format guidelines. Upon approval of the report, PDS shall inform the applicant
that the requirement is complete and the bond amountecaatitquished.

(c) In order to avoid impacts to nesting birds and burrowing owls during

decommissioning the Project operatsnall be required to implement the
measures outlined in subsections (a) and (b) prior to undertaking
decommissioning activities.
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M-BI-6

October 2020

Bat Surveys andRoost Avoidance or ExclusionTo determinavhetherthere is

an active maternity roost within the buildireysd other structures to be demolished

a bat biologistshall conduct surveys prior temolition of the buildings or any
otherareas that provide suitable roosting habitat for.baes potential maternity

roost is present, the following measures shall be implemented to reduce the
potential impact on speciatatus bat species to a less than significant level:

a. Maternity Roosting Season AvoidanceAll demolition activities, or bat roost

exclusion, shall occur outside the general bat maternity roosting season of March
through August to reduce any potentially significant impact to maternity roosting
bats. If the maternity roostingason cannot be avoided, then roost exclusion can
occur outside the maternity roosting season (September through February) to
exclude bats from the demolition area prior to the start of demolition during the
maternity roosting season. ltems b and c beloW & required to ensure no
impacts occur to roosting bats during the exclusion process.

Replacement Roost Installation.f there is a potential or known maternity
roost within a structure to be demolished, a replacement roost installation shall
occur ouside of the maternity roosting season within the biological open space
easement. At leashemonth prior to the exclusion of bats from test(s) the
project applicant will procure and install two bat boxes from a reputable vendor,
such as Bat Conseman and Management, to allow bats sufficient time to
acclimate to a new potential roost location. The bat boxes shall be installed in an
area that is close to suitable foraging hatagtletermined by a biologist who
specializes in bats in consultatioittwCounty staff Additionally, the bat boxes

will be oriented to the south or southwest, and the area chosen for the bat boxes
must receive sufficient sunlight (at least 6 hours daily) to allow the bat boxes to
reach an optimum internal temperature (appnately 90°F) to mimic the
existing bat roost. The bat boxes will be suitable to house crexasting bat
species, and large enough to contain a minimum of 50 batsHeug.Chamber
Premium Bat House or Bat Bunker Plus). The bat boxes shall beddstalla
20-foot-tall steel poleShould the bat boxes be requiresaintenance of the
boxes will be included in the RMP to ensure ldagn use/functionality.

Roost Exclusion.Roost exclusion must only occBeptember through February

to increase the potgal to exclude all bats from roosts and minimize the potential
for a significant impact to occur by avoiding the maternity roosting season.
Approximately one month after bat boxes have been installed, exclusion of the
existing roost within the buildingsilvoccur. The primary exit points for roosting
bats will be identified, and all secondary ingregsss locations on the buildings
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will be covered with a tarp or wood planks to prevent bats from leaving from
other locations. The primary exit point widmain uncovered to allow exclusion
devices to be installed. Exclusion devices will consist of a screen (e.g., poly
netting, window screen, or fiberglass screening) with mesh 1/6 of an inch or
smaller, installed at the top of the roost location and sealddpassing 2 feet
below the bottom of the primary exit point. The exclusion devices will be
installed at night to increase the potential that bats will have already left the roost
and are less likely to return. Exclusion devices will be left in placerferweek

to ensure that any remaining bats in the roost(s) are excluded. A passive acoustic
monitoring detector will also be deployed during the exclusion period in order to
verify excluded species and monitor whether bat activity has decreased during
the exclusion period. Periodic monitoring should also be conducted during the
exclusion period to observe whether any bats are still emerging from additional
areas within the impact footprint, and an active monitoring survey should be
conducted on the final gint of exclusion to ensure that no bats are emerging from
the buildings and determine whether exclusion has been successful. Any
continued presence of roosting bats will require an adjustment to the exclusion
devices and schedule. The exclusion devicesnem@gain in place until the start

of demolition activities. If any bats are found roosting in any proposed demolition
areas prior to demolition, additional exclusion will be required and follow the
same methodology described in this mitigation meaSinis will occur until all

bats are excluded.

. Survey Report Following completion of the survey the bat biologist will

complete a survey report which records the findings. If active roosts are
observed, and the maternity roosting season cannot be avoiddzhtamdust

be removed, the report will also document the replacement roost installation
and roost exclusion.

Documentatiornt TheProjectBiologist shall prepare the final report and submit
it to the PDS for review and approval

Timing: Prior to final gradig releasegr use of the premises in reliance of this
permit, the final report shall be approved.

Monitoring: The PDS shall review the final report for compliance with this
condition and the report format guidelines. Upon approval of the report, PDS
shall informthe applicanthat the requirement is complete and the bond amount
can be relinquished.
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M-BI-7 Biological Monitoring of Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)
Implementation. During construction monitoring, the Project Biologist shall
verify the following are implemented:

a. No planting or seeding of invasive plant species on the most recent versien of t
California Invasive Plant Council 6és Ca
project region.

b. Dustcontrol fencing is in place and intact if fencing is required.

c. Construction activity is located outside of jurisdictional waters of the United
States/state except as authorized by applicable law and permit(s), including
permits and authorizations approved by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
California Department of iBh and Wildlife, and Regional Water Quality
Control Board.

d. Silt-settling basins installed during the construction process are located away
from areas of ponded or flowing water to prevent discoloreehadting water
from reaching areas of ponded aving water during normal flow regimes.
Design of drainage facilities shall incorporate laagn control of pollutants
and stormwater flow to minimize pollution and hydrologic changes.

e. Temporary structures, staging, and storage areas for constructigmeqtii
and/or materials are located outside of jurisdictional waters, including wetlands
and riparian areas.

f. No material stockpiles, debris, bark, slash sawdust, rubbish, cement, concrete
or washing thereof, oil, or petroleum products are stored wherenthgybe
washed by rainfall or runoff into jurisdictional waters of the United States/state.

g. When construction operations are completed, excess materials or debris have
been removed from the work area.

h. No equipment maintenance is performed within or ne&diational waters of
the United States/state where petroleum products or other pollutants from the
equipment may enter these areas.

i. Fully covered trash receptacles that are anpradf and weatheproof are
installed and used by the operator to contthifoad, food scraps, food wrappers,
beverage containers, and other miscellaneous trash. Littering is prohibited and
removal of trash from construction areas daily is required. All-fetaded trash
and garbage are removed from construction sites oyebdais.

J.  There are no pets on or adjacent to construction sites.

k. Speed limits in and around all construction areas are enforced so that vehicles
do not exceed 15 miles per hour on unpaved roads and theofiglaty
accessing the construction site, omiiles per hour during the night.
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M-BI-8

M-BI-19

M-BI-10

October 2020

Prevention of Chemical Pollutants.Weed control treatments shall include all
legally permitted chemical, manual, and mechanical methods applied with the
authorization of the County of San Diego (County) agricult@mmissioner. The
application of herbicides shall be in compliance with all federal and state laws and
regulations under the prescription of a licensed Pest Control Advigeat least

22y ear s 6 eardpimplemented ley a licensed applicator. Wheenuml
and/or mechanical methods are used, disposal of the plant debris shall follow the
regulations set by the County agriculture commissioner. The timing of the weed
control treatment shall be determined for each plant species in consultation with the
Pes Control Adviser, the County agriculture commissioner, and the California
Invasive Plant Council, with the goal of controlling populations before they start
producing seeds.

During project operatigrall areas that use chemicals that are potentiallyg tmx
impactive to sensitive habitats or plants shall incorporate best management
practices(e.g., avoid applications during or before rain events and avoid placing
materials close to sensitive habitats) site to reduce impacts caused by the
applicationand/or drainage of such materials within the development footprint. In
addition, use of rodenticides shall not be allowafed treatment shall occur at
least once per year throughout the life of the project.

Prevention of Invasive Plant SpeciesA County of San Diegapproved plant list

shall be used for areas immediately adjacent to open space. A hydroseed mix that
incorporates native species, is appropriate to the area, and is free from invasive
species shall be used for landscaped areas atljadbebiologicalopen space. The

San Diego County Planning Development Services landscape architect shall
require that all final landscape plans comply with the following: no invasive plant
species, as included on the most recent version of the @alifmvasive Plant
Council 6s California Invasive Plant 1|l nve
and the plant palette shall be composed of native species that do not require high
irrigation rates. The Project Biologist shall periodically cHacklscape products for
compliance with these requirements.

Operations and MaintenanceSignage Signage shall be posted at all entrances to
the facility stating that geratiors and maintenance personnel shall be prohibited
from the following:

1 Harming, harassing, or feeding wildlife and/or collecting spestatus
plant or wildlife species
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Smoking

Traveling (either on foot or in a vehicle) outside of swar facility
undisturbed portions of the Projesite

1 No pets
No Littering

No persons notconducing operations and maintenance activities shall
remain at the facility after daylight hours or exceed normal nighttime
operational noise or lighting

M-BI-11 Noise Reduction.Constructionrelated activities that are excessively noisy (e.g.,
clearing, grading, or grubbing) adjacent to breeding/nesting areas shall incorporate
noisereduction measures (described below) or be curtailed during the
breeding/nesting season of sensitbird species.

1. Trucks and other engim@owered equipment shall be equipped with noise
reduction features, such as mufflers and engine shrouds, which are no less
effective than those originally installed by the manufacturer.

2. Trucks and other engin@owera equipment shall be operated in accordance
with posted speed limits and limited engine idling requirements.

3. Usage of truck engine exhaust compression braking systems shall be
limited to emergencies.

4. Backup beepers for all construction equipment anddkesishall be adjusted to
the lowest noise levels possible, provided that Occupational Safety and Health
Administration (OSHA) and Cal OSHAOGs s
These settings shall be retained for the duration of construction activities

5. Vehicle horns shall be used only when absolutely necessary, as specified
in the contractords specifications.

6. Radios and othernoigee ner ati ng fAper sonal equi pme

If constructionrelated activities that are excessively noisy (elgaring, grading,
grubbing, or blasting) occur during the period of January 15 through August 31, a
County of San Diegapproved biologist shall conduct preconstruction surveys in
suitable nesting habitat adjacent to the construction area to determineatien

of any active nests in the area (88I-5).
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M-AQ-2 Fugitive Dust Control Plan. Refer toM-AQ-2, Fugitive Dust Control Plan.
M-WF-1 Fire Protection Plan (FPP).Refer toM-WF-1, Fire Protection Plan.

M-WF-2 Construction Fire Protection Plan (CFPP). Refer toM-WF-2, Construction Fire
Protection Plan.

2.3.7 Conclusion

This section provides a synopsis of the conclusion reached in each of the impact analyses, and the
level of impact that would occur after mitigation measures are implementedniasy is also
provided in Table 2-3, Summary of Significant Impacts and Mitigation

Candidate, Sensitive or Special-Status Species

Focused surveys for speeshtus plantsrereconducted in spring and summer 20I8e significant
shortterm direcimpacts to suitable habitat for speetdtus plantfimpact BI-SP-1), if they occur,
will be reduced to a level thatless than significanthrough implementation of mitigation measures
M-BI -1 (biological monitoring), which prevents inadvertent distunde to areas outside of the limits
of grading, including areas where spesiatus species may occwand M-BI-2 (temporary
construction fencinglhich prevensinadvertent impacts to specithtus plants. The significdohg-
term direct impacts to dable habitat for speciztatus plantimpact BI-SP-2) will be reduced to a
level that isless than significantthrough implementation of mitigation measuksBI-3 (habitat
preservationpndM -Bl -4 (Resource Management Plan (RMP)).

The significanshortterm indirect impactt suitable habitat for speciatatus plantémpact Bl -
SP-3), if they occur, will be reduced to a level thakiss than significanthrough implementation
of mitigation measuredM-BI-1 (biological monitoring) M-BI-2 (tempoary construction
fencing) M-BI-7 (biological monitoring oSWPPP)M-BI -8 (prevention of chemical pollutanis)
andM-AQ-2 (fugitive dust control plan)The significant longerm indirect impacts to suitable
habitat for speciastatus plant§impact BI-SP-4), if they occur, will be reduced to a level that is
less than significant through implementation of mitigation measurds-Bl-3 (habitat
preservation)M-Bl-4 (RMP), M-BI -8 (prevention of chemical pollutantyl-BI-09 (prevention
of invasive plant gecies) M-BI-10 (Operations and Maintenance (O&M) signagandM -WF-

1 (fire protection plan (FPP))

Potential significant shoterm direct impacts from loss of County Groupwildlife species
(Impact BI-W-1) will be reduced tdess than significantthrough implementation of mitigation
measured-Bl-1 (biological monitoring), which prevents inadvertent disturbance to areas outside
of the limits of grading, including areas where spesiatuswildlife species may occuandM -

BI-2 (temporary constrdmn fencing).The significaniong-term direct loss of habitat, including
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foraging habitat, for some of the County of San Diego Group 1, Group 2, and/owifsife
species will be reduced kess than significanthrough implementation of mitigation neaeM -
BI1-3 (habitat preservationM-Bl-4 (RMP), andM-BI-5 (nesting bird surveys)

The significant longerm direct impacts to any active nests or the young of nesting spttis
bird speciegimpact BI-W-3) will be reduced tdess than significanthrough implementation of
mitigation measur&-BI-1 (biological monitoring) and/-BI-5 (nesting bird surveys).

The significant longerm direct impacts to maternity bat roost sifespact Bl-W-4) will be
reduced toless than significantthrough implementation of mitigation measuvkBI-6 (Bat
Surveys and Roost Avoidance or Exclusion).

The significantshortterm indirect impacts taavian foraging and wildlife access to foraging,
nesting , or water resourcéspact Bl-W-5) will be reducedo less than significantthrough
implementation of mitigation measuid-Bl-1 (biological monitoring, M-BI-2 (temporary
construction fencingM -BI -5 (nesting bird surveysM-BI-7 (biological monitoring oSWPPP)
M-BI-10 (O&M signage, M-Bl-11 (noise redction), andM-AQ-2 (fugitive dust control plan)

The significant longerm indirect impacts on specistiatus wildlife speciedmpact BI-W-6) , if
they occur, will be reduced to a level thatass than significantthrough implementation of
mitigation measured/-BI-3 (habitat preservation)M-Bl-4 (RMP), M-BI-8 (prevention of
chemical pollutants)M-BI-9 (prevention of invasive plant specieb)-Bl-10 (O&M signage,
andM-WF-1 (FPP)

Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridors

The significant shofterm direct impacts tbabitat connectivity andildlife movement mpact
BI-WLC-1) will be reduced to a level that Isss than significantthrough implementation of
mitigation measuredM-Bl-1 (biological monitoring) andM-BI-2 (temporary construction
fencing). The significant longerm direct impacts tdabitatconnectivity between and wildlife
movement(Impact BI-WLC -2) will be reduced to a level that isss than significantthrough
implementation of mitigation measunglsBI -3 (habitat preservatiorgndM-Bl-4 (RMP).

The significantemporaryindirectimpacts tchabitatconnectivity andwildlife corridors(Impact Bl -
WLC -3) will be reduced to a level thatless than signifi@ant through implementation of mitigation
measureM -BI -1 (biological monitoring)M-BI -2 (temporary construction fencind)l -BI -5 (nesting
bird survey) M-BI-7 (biological monitoring oSWPPP)andM -BI-11 (noisereductior).
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Riparian Habitat or Sensitive Upland Natural Community

Mitigation for some of the vegetation communities being impacted will befekihd, as shown

in Table 2.24. The Projectsite has an excess of desert sink scrub, disturbed freshwater marsh,
mesquite bosque, Sonoran mixed woody scrub, Sonoran mixed woody and succulent scrub and
unvegetated stream channel.e§hvegetation communities will be conserved as mitigation for
impads to desert saltbush scrub, tamarisk scrub fatidw agriculture The 100.78 acres of
mitigation required for impacts to 50.39 acres of desert saltbush scrub will be met through the
preservation of 4.69 acres of like habitat, desert sink scrub (12 &8 atresquite bosque (24.46
acres), and Sonoran mixed woody and succulent scrub (59.20 acres). Both desert sink scrub and
desert saltbush scruegetation communities have similar species composition and are both
classified as Chenopod Scrub (360@0) tlerefore desert sink scrub is a suitable replacement
vegetation for desert saltbush scrub. Sonoran mixed woody and succulent scrub has the same
habitat structure as desert saltbush scrub and all of the sgitiad wildlife species present or

with a highpotential to occur, which would utilize desert saltbush scrub would also utilize Sonoran
mixed woody and succulent scrub (see T&bh®3). The mesquite bosque provides habitat for
several wildlife species which may also utilize desert saltbush scrubasuShn Diegan tiger
whiptail, Bl ainvilleds horned | i233) Mitjgat@ooper 6
for tamarisk scrub will be provided by the preservation of mesquite bosque (3.33 acres) which
provides the same habitat structure as tamkagsub.The fallow agricultureis foraging habitat

for raptoss and other sensitive species observed and with potential to oesite dherefore will

be mitigated at a 0.5:1 mitigation ratio. Impacts to 467.63 acréallofv agriculturewill be

mitigated through the preservation of 233.82 acres of the following vegetation communities:
fallow agriculture(9.35 acres), mesquite bosque (90.41 acres), Sonoran mixed woody scrub
(133.27 acres), and unvegetated streambed (0.78 acres). Each of these comsexjitgesed to

provide foraging habitat for various wildlife spegisgch as California glossy snake, San Diegan

tiger whiptail, trtc ol or ed bl ackbi r d, Vauxods swift and J
raptors which may currently utilize the sifggeeTable 2.33). Therefore, the various habitats
included in the biological open space easement will provide a similar biological function and value
as the habitat being impacted.

The significantshortterm direct impacts tgensitivevegetation communitie@mpact Bl-V-1)
will be reduced to a level that Iess than significantthrough implementation of mitigation
measuredM -Bl-1 (biological monitoring) andV-Bl-2 (temporary construction fencingJhe
significant longterm direct impacts teensitivevegetaion communitieglmpact Bl-V-2) will be
reduced to a level thatlisss than significantthrough implementation of mitigation measukés
BI-3 (habitat preservatiogndM-Bl-4 (RMP)

The significant shotterm indirect impacts to sensitive vegetation commur{itiepact Bl -V-3) will
be reduced to a level thatleéss than significanthrough implementation of mitigation measukés
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BI-1 (biological monitoring), M-BI-2 (temporary constation fencing), M-BI-7 (biological
monitoring of SWPPP),M-BI-8 (prevention of chemical pollutantand M-AQ-2 (fugitive dust
control plan) The significantong-term indirect impacts to sensitive vegetation commuriitiegact
BI-V-4) will be reduced to &vel that idess than significantthrough implementation of mitigation
measured -BI -3 (habitat preservation)] -Bl-4 (RMP),M-BI -8 (prevention of chemical pollutants),
M-BI-9 (prevention of invasive plant species)dM-WF-1 (FPP).

Jurisdictional Resources

The Proposed Project would resultna impactsto potential ACOE and RWQCB nemetland
waters or CDFW streambed.

The significant shofterm direct impacts to jurisdictional aquatic resourdepact Bl-JAR-1)
will be reduced to a level that Iess than significantthrough implementation of mitigation
measuredM -Bl-1 (biological monitoring) M-BI-2 (temporary construction fencingM-BI-7
(biological monitoring of SWPPP), M-BI-8 (prevention of chemical pollutantsii-BI-9
(prevention of invasivelant speciesM-AQ-2 (fugitive dust control plangndM -WF-2 (CFPP)

The significant shosterm indirect impacts to jurisdictional aquatic resouftepact Bl -JAR-2)
will be reduced to a level that lsss than significantthrough implementation of tigation
measuredM -Bl-1 (biological monitoring),M-BI-2 (temporary construction fencingM-Bl-7
(biological monitoring of SWPPP), M-BI-8 (prevention of chemical pollutanisM-BI-9
(prevention of invasive plant specidg);AQ-2 (fugitive dust control planandM-WF-2 (CFPP)

The significant longerm indirect impacts to jurisdictional aquatic resouft@pact Bl -JAR-3)
will be reduced to a level that lsss than significantthrough implementation of mitigation
measuresM-BI-3 (habitat preservation)M-BI-4 (RMP), M-BI-8 (prevention of chemical
pollutants)M-BI-9 (prevention of invasive plant specieahdM-WF-1 (FPP).

Cumulative Impacts

TheProposedProject would not result in cumulatilyeconsiderablémpacts to sensitive biological
resourcesincluding speciaktatus plant and wildlife species, sensitive habitat and wildlife
movement corridors due to the small amount of impact in the larger landscapef hadgtat
impacted and project design.
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Table 2.3-1

Vegetation Communities and Land Covers

Typical
County
Mitigation
Vegetation Community or Land Cover Codé Acres Requiremen
Sensitive Vegetation Communities and Land Covers

Big Sagebrush Scrub 35210 0.26 2:1
Desert Saltbush Scrub 36110 7739 2:1
Desert Sink Scrub 36120 12.43 31
Disturbed freshwater marsh 52400 0.08 31
Mesquite Bosque 61820 133.61 31
Sonoran Mixed Woody Scrub 33210 139.34 11
Sonoran Mixed Woody and Succulent Scrub 33220 39034 1:1
Tamarisk scrub 63810 2.11 3:1

Sensitivi’egetation Communities and Land Sobtota|  755.55 o}

NonrSensitive Land Covers

Disturbed Habitat 11300 55.00 NA
Fallow agriculture N/A 508.46 N/A
Urban/Developed 12000 26.00 NA

NonSensitive Land Cov{ 58947 o}
Nonwetland waters of the | 10.56 11

Total| 1,355.58 f

N/A = not applicable.
1 Oberbauer et al. 2008.

Table 2.32

Jurisdictional Aquatic Resources within the Bological Study Area

Jurisdictional Aguatic Resources | Acreage
ACOE/RWQCB Nafetlands and CDFW Streambed
NonWetlandMaters Desert Sink Scrub 12.8
NonVegetated Channel 9.96
NonVegetated Channel (isolated) 0.60
ACOE/RWQCB Wetlands and CDFW Riparian Areas 2299

ACOE/RWQCB N#etland Waters; CDFW Riparian Areas; and County RPO Wetlands

Mesquite Bosque

130.8

ACOE/RWQCB Wetland Waters, CDFW Riparian Areas, and County RPO Wetlands

Disturbefreshwatdviarsh

0.08

Total Jurisdictional Arkg

1%4.02

*  Totals may not sum due to rounding.
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Table 2.33
Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur
Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitatf Biological | Habitat within
Common NanFederabtatg Modeled |within the Biologici Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determination
Reptiles

California glos
snake
(Arizona
elegans
occidenta)is

USFWS:
None

CDFW: SS(
County: Nori

1 big sagebrus
scrub

f desert
saltbuslscrul
and sink scri

9 disturbed
habitat

9 fallow
agriculture

9 Sonoran
mixed woody
and succuler
scrub

9 montane buckwh
scrub

1 big sagebrush
scrub

1 granitic chamise
chaparral

1 granitic northern
mixed chaparral

1 red shank chapal

1 semidesert
chaparral

9 southern mixed
chaparral

9 chamise chaparr

9 nonnative
grassland

9 disturbed habitat
T wildflower field

9 mulefat scrub

9 alluvial fan scrub
9 desert woodland
1 pine forest

There is 435,0
acres of
modeled habit
within the
biological
cumulative stu
area.

High potential
occur. There i
1,182acres o
modeled habit
within the
Project sifef
which618.1
acres would by
directly
impactedOf the
618.1 acres of
impact 0.63
acres are
associated wit|
the switchyard

Given the large
amount of hab
within the regic
impacts to
suitable habita
associated witl
theProposed
Project would K
less than
significant.

San Diegan tig
whiptall

(Aspidoscelis
tigris stejnege

USFWS:
None

CDFW: SS(
County:
Group 2

1 big sagebrus
scrub
9 desert
saltbuslscrub
and sink scri

9 disturbed
habitat

1 fallow
agriculture

1 mesquite
bosque

9 Sonoran
mixed woody
and succuler
scrub

9 tamarisk scr

1 montane buckwh
scrub

1 big sagebrush
scrub

1 granitic chamise
chaparral

1 granitic northern
mixed chaparral

1 red shank chapa

I semidesert
chaparral

1 southern mixed
chaparral

1 chamise chaparr
9 nonnative

There is 435,0
acres of
modeled habit
within the
biological
cumulative stu
area.

High potential
occur. There i
1,318.%cres o
modeled habit
within the
Project sifef
which621.9
acres would b
directly
impacted

Of the621.9
acres of impag
0.63 acres areg
associated wit
the switchyard

Given the large
amount of hab
within the regic
impacts to
suitable habita
associated witl
theProposed
Project would K
less than
significant.
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Table 2.33

Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur

Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitatf Biological | Habitat within
Common NanFederabtatg Modeled |within the Biologici Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determination
grassland
1 disturbed habitat
1 wildflower field
9 mulefat scrub
I alluvial fan scrub
9 desert woodland
1 pine forest
i sea leveb 7,000
feet (2,130 metel
San Diego |USFWS: |{big sagebrug{ montane buckwhThere is 399,8/High potential |Given the largg
banded gecko/None scrub scrub acres of occur. There ijamount of hab
(Coleonyx CDFW: SS9 desert 1 big sagebrush modeled habit{619.7acres of |within the regic
Variegatus County: saltbusiscrull scrub within the modeled habit Impal:tS to
abbotti) Group 1 and sink scriq granitic chamise blO'OglCﬂ' Wlthln the suitab_le hablta
1 Sonoran chaparral cumulative stu Prqject sifof |associated witl
mixed woody{ granitic northern area. whichl23.2 theI_Droposed
and succulel mixed chaparral acres would b{Project would k
scrub 1 red shank chapa directly less than
: impactedDf thgsignificant.
I semidesert 123.2acres of
chaparral impact 0.53
9 chamise chaparr acres are
1 southern mixed associated wit
chaparral the switchyard
9 mulefat scrub
1 alluvial fan scrub
red diamond |USFWS: | big sagebrug{ montane buckwhThere i899,88(High potential|Given the largg
rattlesnake |None scrub scrub acres of occur. There ijamount of hab
(Crotalus rubg CDFW: SSQY desert 1 big sagebrush |modeled habit{619.7acres of |within the regic
County: saltbusiscrulj scrub within the modeled habitimpacts to
Group 2 and sink scr(1 granitic chamise |biological withirProject |suitable habita
1 Sonoran chaparral cumulative stu|site of which |associated with
mixed Wood)ﬂ granitic northern |area. 123.21cres_ thel_Droposed
andsucculenl  mixed chaparral would be diredProject would &
scrub fred shank chapa impactedDf theless than
{ semidesert 123.2acres of |significant.
chaparral impact 0.53
9 chamise chaparr] acres are -
1 southern mixed assom{:lted wit
chaparral the switchyard
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2.3 Biological Resources
Table 2.33
Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur
Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitat Biological | Habitat within
Common NanjFederabtate  Modeled |within the Biologic{ Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determination
9 mulefat scrub
 alluvial fan scrub
rosy boa USFWS: |1 big sagebrugf montane buckwhThere is 399,8 High potential |Given the large
(Lichanura  |None scrub scrub acres of occur. There ijamount of hab
trivirgata CDFW: Non|q desert 1 big sagebrush |modeled habit{753.4acres of |within the regid
County: saltbuslscrud scrub within the modeled habitlimpacts to
Group 2 and sink scrlq granitic chamise biologicgl within the suitab_le habit_a
{ mesquite chaparral cumulative stu Pro_Jecsne of |associated witl
bosque 1 granitic northern area. which 25.9 the_Proposed
. acres would b{Project woulok
1 Sonoran mixed chaparral )
mixed woody{ red shank chapa directly less than
and succulel : P impactedf thesignificant.
scrub semidesert 125.%cres of
chaparral impact 0.53
9 chamise chaparr acres are
1 southern mixed associated wit
chaparral the switchyard
9 mulefat scrub
1 alluvial fan scrub
Blainville's  |USFWS: |{ big sagebrug{ montane buckwhThere is 472,3|High poteial toGiven the largg
horned lizard |None scrub scrub acres of occur. There ifamount of hab
(Phrynosoma |CDFW: SSAY desert 1 big sagebrush |modeled habit{755.5cres of |within the regid
blainvil)ii County: saltbuslscrud scrub within the modeled habitimpacts to
Group 2 and sink SC“T'- granitic chamise blOlOglcal W|th|n the Suitab-le hablta
{ mesquite chaparral cumulative stu Pro_Ject sifof |associated witl
bosque 1 granitic northern area. which27.0 theI_Droposed
; acres would b{Project would K
9 Sonoran mixed chaparral .
mixed woody{ southern mixed directly less than
and succuler chaparral impactedOf thesignificant.
<crub p 127 @acres of
_ 1 red shank chapa impact 0.53
Tamarisk  |q semidesert acres are
scrub chaparral associated wit
1 chamise chaparr the switchyard
9 nonnative
grassland
1 southern arroyo
willow riparian
forest
1 cosst live oak
woodland
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2.3 Biological Resources
Table 2.33
Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur
Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitatf Biological | Habitat within
Common NanFederabtatg Modeled |within the Biologici Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determination

9 desert woodland
1 pine forest

9 oak riparian fores
1 riparian forest

i riparian scrub

T alluvial fan scrub

I sea level to 8,00(
feet (2,438 metel

Birds
Cooper (USFWS: |Foraging Nesting There is 59,75|0Observed. Th¢Given the large
(Accipiter None 1 big sagebrug coast live oak  |acres of is 1,38.5acres|amount of
coopefji CDFW: WL | scrub woodland modeled nestijof modeled |foraging habitg
County: q desert 9 southern arroyo habitat and hab.itat within 1yvithin the regic
Group 1 saltbusiscrutl  willow riparian 448,719 aes o|Project sif®f |impactsto
and sink scril forest modeled whicl643.0  |suitable habita
T developed |f eucalyptus fo.ragmg habitg acres would bjassociated wit
disturbed woodiand vv.|th|nlthe Q|rectly theI_Droposed
T . L biological impactedNo  |Project would k
habitat T qak'npanan forescumulative stulpotential suita|less than
f fallow fripaian forest  |greq. nesting habitasignificant.
agriculture |{ pine forest (the mesquite
fldisturbed  |{riparian scrub the northern
freshwater |q mylefat scrub portion of the
marsh- Foraging Project sijewill
1 mesquite  montane buckwh be impacte@f
bosque scrub tr}g 63.0 agrg;
9 Sonoran . (0} |mpact .
mixed wood)‘IT ggusk? gebrush acres are
and succuler . ) associated wit
scrub 1 granitic chamise the switchyard
chaparral
Tunvegetated 1 granitic northern
channel ;
mixed chaparral
1 red shank chapa
1 semidesert
chaparral
9 chamise chaparr
1 southern mixed
chaparral
9 nonnative
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2.3

Biological Resources

Table 2.33

Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur

1 southern arroyo
willow riparian
forest

9 coast live oak
woodland

1 eucalyptus
woodland

9 oak riparian fores
1 riparian forest
i riparian scrub
9 mulefat scrub

9 cismontane alkal
marsh

Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitatf Biological | Habitat within
Common NanFederabtatg Modeled |within the Biologici Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determination
grassland

SharpgShinned

USFWS:

Foraging

Foraging

There is 448,7

Observed. The

Given the large

HawkAccipitefNone 1 big sagebrug{ montane buckwhacres of is 1,38.5acres|amount of
striatuls CDFW: WL | scrub scrub modeled of modeled |foraging habitg
County: qdesert 1 big sagebrush foraging habitghabitat within {within the regic
Group 1 saltbuslscrud  scrub within the Project sifef |impacts to
and sink scrl{ granitic chamise biologicgl whicl643.0 suitab_le habit_a
1 developed chaparral cumulative stu acres would bjassociated witl
T disturbed | granitic northern area. ?rgsgg¥ed. }:Qgrergtp v?/iilljd H
habitat mixed chaparral Ofthe 620  |less than
1 fallow fired §hank chapa acres of impagsignificant.
agriculture | semidesert 0.63 acres are
9 disturbed chaparral associated wit
freshwater |q chamise chapalr theswitchyard,
marsh { southern mixed
ffmesquite chaparral
bosque 1 nonnative
f Sonoran grassland
mixed woodYq southern arroyo
and succuler  willow riparian
scrub forest
funvegetated|q coast live oak
channel woodland
1 eucalyptus
woodland
9 oak riparian fores
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2.3 Biological Resources
Table 2.33
Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur
Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitat Biological | Habitat within
Common NanjFederabtate  Modeled |within the Biologic{ Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determination
1 riparian forest
1 riparian scrub
9 mulefat scrub
9 cismontane alkal
marsh
Tricolored USFWS: BJForaging Foraging habitat |Because Observed. Th{Given the large
blackbird CDFW: ST, |1 big sagebruglimited to areas wiforaging habitdare1,272.5 |amount of
Agelaius tricol|SSC scrub 3 miles of nesting |is typically acres of foraging habitg
(nesting colon|County: 1 desert sites. Suitable modeled withinmodeled habitwithin the regic
Group 1 saltbuskscrulVegetation distance of  |in theProject |impacts to
and sink scr(Communitiagithin - [nesting colonigsite of which [suitable habita
7 fallow the cumula;ive stuit is not 593&cres_ associated witl
agriculture area c_ould include|quantified. yvould be dlrectheI_Droposed
disturbed following |mpacte_d Project would
T freshwater 1 big sagebrush (excluding Iefss.t.han
marsh scrub access ro_ads significant.
{ mesqui f desert scrub and substan).
esquite . : Of thé593.5
bosque 1 disturbed habitat acres of impa
1 sonoran Tmulefat scrub 0.63 acres are
mixed wood\T alluvial fan scrub associated wit
and succule the switchyard
scrub
1 unvegetated
channel
Southern USFWS: |1 big sagebrug] montane buckwhThere is 399,8 High potential |Given the large
California None scrub scrub acres of occur. There ijamount of hab
rufouscrowned CDFW: WL |q desert 1 big sagebrush sc m.od.eled habit{619.7acres of. yvithh the regio
sparrow County: saltbuscruljy granitichamise vv.|th|nlthe m.od_eled habmmpacts to
(A|moph|la Group 1 and sink scr{ chaparral b|olog|cgl W|th|n thg sunab_le hablt_a
ruficeps 9 Sonoran { granitic northern cumulative stu Prqject sifof |associated witl
canescens mixed woody mixed chaparral area which 123.2 theI_Droposed
and succulerﬂ red shank chapa acres would b{Project would &
scrub X directly less than
I semidesert impactedDf th¢significant.
chaparral 123.2acres of
9 chamise chaparr impact 0.53
1 southern mixed acres are
chaparral associated wit
1 mulefat scrub the switchyard
1 alluvial fan scrub
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2.3 Biological Resources
Table 2.33
Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur
Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitatf Biological | Habitat within
Common NanFederabtatg Modeled |within the Biologici Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determinatior
Golden eagle [USFWS: BQForaging Foraging There is 448,7|0Observed. Th¢Given the large
(Aquila CDFW: FP, |1 bigsagebrus|{ montane buckwhacres of are 1,355.6 |amount of hab
chrysaetgs WL scrub scrub modeled acres of within the regic
County: 9 desert 1 big sagebrush foraging habitgmodeled habitlimpacts to
Group 1 saltbuslscrud  scrub within the in theProject [suitable habita
i . . |biological site of which |associated witl
q Zz\cllesll)nk SCri T granitic chamise cumulative stu|643.1acres  |theProposed
ped chaparral . .
. . area. would be diredProject would &
i dlstgrbed i gr_amtmorthern impactedDf theless than
habitat mixed chaparral 643.1acres of [signifiant.
i faIIc_)W 9 red shank chapa impact 0.63
agriculture | semidesert acres are
9 disturbed chaparral associated wit
freshwater |q chamise chaparr the switchyard
marsh _ 1 southern mixed
fmesquite chaparral
bosque 1 nonnative
1 Sonoran grassland

mixed woody
and succuler
scrub

1 unvegetated
channel

9 tamarisk scr

1 southern arroyo
willow riparian
forest

1 coast live oak
woodland

9 eucalyptus
woodland

1 oak riparian fores
1 riparian forest
1 ripaian scrub

9 mulefat scrub

9 cismontane alkal
marsh

burrowing owllUSFWS: BQ{ Model (area|{ nonrnative There is 5,481|Observed. Th¢Burrowing owls
(Athene CDFW: SS{ surrounding | grassland acres of is 14.3 acres qwere not found
cunicularia  |County: burrows, modeled habitimodeled occupying the
Group 1 excluding within the occupied habiisite durindné
developed biological within the breeding seas
land) cumulative stu|Project sifef |therefore, the
area. which 14.2 acipotential habitg
would be direqgis not consider
impactedlhe |occupied. Give
switchyard |the large amoU
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2.3

Biological Resources

Table 2.33

Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur

woodland
9 desert woodland
1 pine forest
9 oak riparian fores
1 riparian forest
1 riparian scrub
9 alluvial fan scrub

Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitatf Biological | Habitat within
Common NanFederabtatg Modeled |within the Biologici Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determination
would not imp{of habitat withi
any occupied [the region,
burrowing owl{impacts to
habitat. suitable habita
associated witl
theProposed
Project would
less than
significant.
Co st a6 §USFWS: B4 big sagebrugf montane buckwhThere is Observed. Th¢Given the largg
hummingbird |CDFW: Non| scrub scrub 35,579.8 acregis619.7acres damount of hab
(Caypte costa¢County: Nor|| desert 1 big sagebrush of modeled |modeled haht|within the regic
Sa'tbuslscrut Scrub hab|tat within tlin thdjroject impaCtS to
and sink scr{q semidesert biological site of which |suitable habita
{1 Sonoran chaparral cumulative stu|123.2 acres associated witl
mixed woody{ southern arroyo area. yvould be dwecthel?ropcsed
and succuler willow riparian impactedOf thgProject would K
scrub forest _123.21cres of Ie_ss_t_han
) impact 0.53 |significant.
1 coast live oak acres are

associated wit
the switchyard

turkey vulture

USFWS:

1 big sagebrus

1 montane buckwh

There is 435,0

Observed. The

Given the large

(Cathartes ayiNone scrub scrub acres of is 1,182 acres|amount of hab
CDFW: Non|q desert 1 big sagebrush |modeled habitiof modeled  |within the regid
County: saltbuscrud  scrub within the habitat in the |impacts to
Group 1 and sink scriy granitic chamise biological Project sitef |suitable habita
1 disturbed chaparral cumulative stulwhich 618.1 |associated witl
habitat { granitic northern area. acres would bi{theProposed
1 fallow mixed chaparral :jr:eccttl)e/ dof th E:géet%tavr\:ould :
agriculture |9 red shank chapa & ignifi
 Sonoran  sermid 618.1 acres ofsignificant.
semidesert impact 0.63
mixed woody chaparral acfes are
and succuletq southern mixed associated wit
scrub chaparral the switchyard
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2.3

Biological Resources

Table 2.33

Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur

Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitatf Biological | Habitat within
Common NanFederabtatg Modeled |within the Biologici Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determination
9 chamise chaparr
1 nonnative
grassland
1 disturbed habitat
T wildflower field
9 mulefascrub
1 alluvial fan scrub
1 desert woodland
1 pine forest
V a uswit s |USFWS: |Foraging Foraging Thee is 57,95(Observed. Th¢Given the large

(Chaetura vajNone 1 big sagebrug{ montane buckwhacres of arel,222.0  |amount of hab
CDFW: SSd scrub scrub modeled habit{acres of within the regic
County: Norﬂ desert 1 blg Sagebrush Wlthln _the _modeled_ habit impacts to _
saltbuskcruld  scrub biological in theProject  [suitable habita
i - cumulative stu|site of which |associated witl
q ggseslgnpkezcrl T g?;:jgxg area. 640.5acres_ theI_Droposed
qdisturbed | mulefat scrub yvould be direqProject would K
- T impacted. less than
habitat {I riparian scrub Of the840.5  |significant.
ﬂ fa”OW ﬂ disturbed habitat acres of impa(
agriculture - |q wildflower 0.63 acres are
Tdisturbed | eucalyptus associted with
freshwater | \yoodland the switchyard
marsh 9 desert woodland
T S(_Jnoran 1 alluvial fan scrub
mixed woody .
and succuler‘IT semidesert
scrub chaparral .
1 unvegetated 1 southern mixed
channel chaparral
I tamariskcrul
Northern HarrflUSFWS:  |{ disturbed |{ disturbed habitat| There is Observed. Th{Given the
(Circus None habitat 1 nonnative 10,086.6 acredis 563.5 acres|large amount
cyaneus CDFW: SSA1 fallow grassland of modeled |modeled habitjof habitat
County: agriculture habitat within twithin the within the
Group 1 biological Project sitef |region, impacts
cumulative stujwhich 498. |to suitable
area. acres would b¢habitat
directly associated witl
impactedOf thgtheProposed
494.%cres of |Project would
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2.3

Biological Resources

Table 2.33

Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur

Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitatf Biological | Habitat within
Common NanFederabtatg Modeled |within the Biologici Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determination
impact 0.10 |be less than
acres are significant.
associated wit
the switchyard
California USFWS: |1 big sagebrug] montane buckwhThere is 435,0/Observed. Th{Given the large
horned lark  |None scrub scrub acres of is1,128.2acres|amount of hab
(Eremophila |CDFW: WL |{ desert 1 big sagebrush |modeled habitiof modeled  |within the regid
alpestris acjia|County: saltbusscrud scrub within the habitat within {impacts to
Group 2 and sink scr{y granitic chamise biologicgl Prqject sifef suitab_le habit_a
T fallow chaparral cumulative stujwhictb90.9  |associated witl
agriculture g granitic northern area. acres would b'thel_Droposed
; directly Project would K
1 Sonoran mixed chaparral .
mixed woodyq red shank chapa impactedDf thele_ss_t_han
and succulelly comyd P 590.9 acres ofsignificant.
scrub isemidesert impact 0.63
chaparral acres are
1 southern mixed associated wit
chaparral the switchyard
1 chamise chaparr
9 nonnative
grassland
1 disturbed habitat
1 wildflower field
9 mulefat scrub
1 alluvial fan scrub
1 desert woodland
1 pine forest
merlin USFWS: | fallow 9 cismontane alkal/ There is 8,115/0Observed. Th{Given the large
(Falco None agriculture | eucalyptus acres of is519.1acres gamount of hab
columbariyis |CDFW: WL |1 disturbed woodland modeled habitimodeled habifwithin the regig
(wintering)  [County: freshwater |{ mulefat scrub within _the in theProj(_act im_pacts to
Group 2 marsh { nonnative b|olog|cgl site of which swtab_le hablt_a
flunvegetated| grassland cumulative stu 467.6acres_ associated witl
channel o area. would be diredtheProposed
T oak riparian fores impactedDf theProject would H
fIriparian forest 467 .6acres of |less than
1 riparian scrub impact 0.10 |significant.
1 southern arroyo acres are
willow riparian associated wit
forest the switchyard
1 wildflower field
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2.3 Biological Resources
Table 2.33
Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur
Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitat Biological | Habitat within
Common NanjFederabtate  Modeled |within the Biologic{ Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determination
loggerhead |USFWS: BQ{ big sagebrug montane buckwhThere is 57,95/0Observed. Th¢Given the largg
shrikel(anius |CDFW: SSC scrub scrub acres of is1,128.2acres|amount of hab
ludovicianlis (County: { desert 1 big sagebrush |Modeled habitiof mdeled within the regic
Group 1 saltbusiscrud scrub within the habitat within {impacts to
and sink scr{q nonnative biological Project sifef |suitable habita
{ fallow grassland cumulative stujwhictb90.9  |associatedith
agriculture  |§ mulefat scrub area. acres would bltheI_Droposed
o directly Project would K
TSonoran  I{riparian scrub impactedDf theless than
;nr'léesdu‘(’:":lﬁgiﬂ disturbed habitat 590.9 acres of significant.
T wildflower impact 0.63
scrub
1 eucalyptus acres are
woodland associated wit
1 desert woodland the switchyard
1 alluvial fan scrub
1 semidesert
chaparral
1 southern mixed
chaparral
blackailed USFWS:  |{big sagebrugf montane buckwhThere is 57,36/Observed. Th¢Given thefge
gnatcatcher |[None scrub scrub acres of is 753 acres gamount of hab
(Polioptila CDFW: WL | desert 1 big sagebrush |modeled habitimodeled habitwithin the regi
melanupa County: Nor| saltbuslscruld scrub within the within the impacts to
and sink scr{{ nonnative biological Project sifef |suitable habita
{ mesquite grassland cumulative stujwhichL25.9  |associated witl
bosque { mulefat scrub area. acres would bltheI_Droposed
fiSonoran g riparian scrub mpaciec! thloss than |
;nr:)éegu\ggﬁg?ﬂ wildflower 125.9 acres ofsignificant.
9 eucalyptus impact 0.53
scrub
woodland acres are

{ desert woodland
{ alluvial fan scrub

associated wit
the switchyard

1 semidesert
chaparral
1 southern mixed
chaparral
L awr en (USFWS: BQForaging Foraging There is 57,95/0Observed. Th¢Given the large
goldfinch CDFW: Non|{ big sagebrus  montane buckwhacres of are1,130.3  |amount of hab
(Spinus County: Norj scrub scrub modeled habit{acres of within the regic
lawrencei within the modeled habitimpacts to
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Biological Resources

Table 2.33

Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur

Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitatf Biological | Habitat within
Common NanFederabtatg Modeled |within the Biologici Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determination
1 desert 1 big sagebrush |biological in theProject |suitable habita
saltbuskscrulj scrub cumulative stu|site of with  |associated witl
and sink scr{q nonnative area. 590.%cres  |theProposed
{ fallow grassland yvould be direqProject would K
agriculture | mulefat scrub impactedDf the Ie_ss_t_han
fSonoran  |{riparian scrub i’fﬁgﬁtc(r)egsof significant.
mixed woodyq gisturbed habitat acres are

and succuler
scrub

9 tamarisk scr

T wildflower

9 eucalyptus
woodland

9 desert woodland
{ alluvial fan scrub

associated wit
the switchyarg

1 semidesert
chaparral
1 southern mixed
chaparral
Br ewer (USFWS: BQForaging Foraging There is 57,95/0bserved. Th¢Given the large
sparrow CDFW: Non|{ big sagebrus T montane buckwhacres of arel,130.3 |amount of hab
(Spizella County: Nor] scrub scrub moeled habitaacres of within the regic
breweyi q desert 1 big sagebrush |Within the modeled habitiimpacts to
saltbuskcrud  scrub biological in theProject [suitable habita
i - cumulative stulsite of which |associated witl
q ?;:I(ivsvmk ser ngsns?gxz area. 590.Qacres_ thel_Droposed
agriculture  |§ mulefat scrub yvould be direqProject would K
o impactedDf thgless than
TSonoran  Iriparian scrub 590.%cres of |significant.
mixed woodq disturbed habitat impact 0.63
and succuler." wildflower acres are
scrub. 9 eucalyptus associated wit
f tamarisk scr woodland the switchyard
1 desert woodland
1 alluvial fan scrub
1 semidesert
chaparral
1 southern mixed
chaparral
yellovheaded |USFWS: |Foraging Foragingabitat Because Observed. Th{Given the large
blackbird None 1 big sagebruglimited to areas wifforaging habitgis 1,138.@cres|amount of
(XanthocephallCDFW: SSd scrub 3 miles of nesting |is typically of modeled |foraging habitg
xanthocephal sites. Suitable modeled withinhabitat in the |within the regig
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2.3 Biological Resources
Table 2.33
Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur
Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitatf Biological | Habitat within
Common NanFederabtatg Modeled |within the Biologici Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determination
(nesting) County: Nor|f desert vegetation distance of  |Project sif@f |impacts to
saltbuskscrujcommunities withirjnesting colonigwhickb90.9  |suitable habita
and sink scrythe cumulative stulfit is not acres would b{associated witl
q fallow area could include|quantified. directly impac{theProposed
agriculture |following: (excluding roaProject would K
T disturbed |1 big sagebrush and substatior Ie_ss_t_han
freshwater scrub Of the 590.9 significant.
marsh { desert scrub acres of impac
fSonoran  |f disturbed habitat 0.53 acres are
: associated wit
mixed woody{ mulefat scrub the switchyard
and succulerq alluvial fan scrub
scrub
1 unvegetated
channel
Mammals
Pallid bat USFWS: |Tdisturbed [T disturbed habitat| There is High potential|Given the large
(Antrozous  |None habitat 1 nonnative 10,086.6 acregoccur. There ijamount of hab
pallidus CDFW: SSqf fallow grassland of modeled [589.5 acres ofjwithin the regig
County: agriculture habitat within tmodeled habitimpacts to
Group 2 1 developed biological in theProject  [suitable habita
cumulative stulsite of which |associated witl
area. 561acres |theProposed
would be diredProject would k
impactedDf theless than
516.1 acres oflsigriicant.
impact 0.10
acres are
associated wit
the switchyard
northwestern \[USFWS:  |{ big sagebrus{ montane buckwhThere is 69,46|High potential|Given the largg
San Diego  |[None scrub scrub acres of occur. There ijamount of hab
pocket mouse|CDFW: SSAq desert 1 big sagebrush |modeled habit{1,20® acres owithin the regid
(Chaetodipus |County: saltbuslkcrud scrub within the modeled habitimpacts to
fallax fallagx  |Group 2 and sink scrly nonnative biological within the suitable habita
f disturbed grassland cumulative stu Pro_Ject sifof |associated witl
habitat { mulefat scrub area. whict639.4 theI_Droposed
{ fallow o riparian scrub acres would b{Project would k
aariculture P _ directly less than
9 fidisturbed habitat impactedf thesignificant.
TSonoran  \qwildflower 639.4acres of
mixed woodyﬂ eucalyptus impact 0.63
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Biological Resources

Table 2.33

Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur

Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitatf Biological | Habitat within
Common NanFederabtatg Modeled |within the Biologici Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determination
and succulert woodland acres are
scrub 9 desert woodland associated witl
T developed |falluvial fan scrub the switchyard
1 semidesert
chapatrral
1 southern mixed
chaparral
9 developed
pallid San Die{lUSFWS:  |{ big sagebrug{ montane buckwhThere is 69,46/High potentito|Given the largg
pocket mouse|None scrub scrub acres of occur. There ijamount of hab
(Chaetodipus [CDFW: SSAq desert 1 big sagebrush |modeled habit{1,20® acres o|within the regid
fallax pallidys |County: saltbuskcrul  scrub within the modeled habitimpacts to
Group 2 and sink scr{q nonnative biological within the suitable habita
q disturbed grassland cumulative stulProject sitef |associated witl
habitat { mulefat scrub area. which 639.4 theI_Droposed
{ fallow f riparian scrub acres would b{Project would &
aariculture P . directly less than
9 f disturbed habitat impactedDf thesignificant.
Tdeveloped | wildflower 639.4 acres of
TSonoran g eycalyptus impact 0.63
mixed WOOd) woodland acres are
and succulelq yesert woodland associated wit
scrub - the switchyard
T alluvial fan scrub
1 semidesert
chaparral
1 southern mixed
chaparral
9 developed
San Diego  |USFWS: |{big sagebrugf montane buckwhThere is 413,9/Observed. Th¢Given the large
blackailed None scrub scrub acres of is619.7acres damount of hab
jackrabbit CDFW: SSOf desert 1 big sagebrush |modeled habitimodeled habitwithin the regid
(Lepus County: saltbuslscruld scrub within the within the impaCtS to
californicus  |Group 2 and sink scriy granitic chamise biological Project sifef |suitable habita
bennet)ii 1 Sonoran chaparral cumulative stulwhicHL23.2  |associated witl
mixed woody{ granitic northern area. acres would b'theI_Droposed
and succulel mixed chaparral Q|rectly Project would K
scrub fi red shank chapa impactedOf the Ie_‘ss_ Fhan
- 123.2acres of |siqnificant.
I semidesert impact 0.53
chaparral acres are
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2.3 Biological Resources
Table 2.33
Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur
Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitatf Biological | Habitat within
Common NanFederabtatg Modeled |within the Biologici Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determinatior]
1 chamise chaparr associated wit
{ southern mixed the switchyard
chaparral
9 nonnative
grassland
9 mulefat scrub
i riparian scrub
1 alluvial fan scrub
9 desert woodland
Westersmall |USFWS: |Foraging 1 big sagebrush |There is High potential|Given the large
footed myotis |None { bigsagebrus| scrub 37,282.8 acre§There are amount of hab
(Myotis CDFW: Non| scrub 1 semidesert of modeled [1,219.9 acres|within the regic
ciliolabrujn  |County: 9 desert chaparral habitat within tfmodeled habitimpacts to
Group 2 saltbush scr{{ nonnative biological in theProject  [suitable habita
and sink scr{ grassland cumulative stulsite of which a;]ssociated ;vitt
. ' area. 639.4 acres |thePropose
1 dfaveloped Twildflower field would be diredProject wouldek
T ﬂlstt)grbed T mulefat scrub impacted. Of t/less than
abitat falluvial fan scrub 639.4 acres of significant.
1 fallow { desert woodland impact 0.63
agrlculture 1 pine forest acres are
1 disturbed q cismontane alk associated wit
gzsrf;\rl]vater 1 oak riparian foreq the switchyarg
. |friparian forest
i sonoramixeq "
woody and i riparian scrub
succulent |Tsouthern arroyo
scrub willow riparian
{ unvegetated| forest
channel
Roosting
(abandoned
building; not
guantified)
Yuma myotis [USFWS: |Foraging 1 big sagebrush |There is High potential|Given the large
(Myotis None 1 big sagebrug scrub 37,282.8 acregThere is amount of hab
yumanensis |CDFW: Non| scrub 1 semidesert of modeled |approximately |within the regig
County: 9 desert chaparral habitat within {1,353.5 acres [impacts to
Group 2 saltbush scr{{ nonnative biological modeled habitjsuitable habitai
and sink scr| grassland cumulative stulin theProject |associated witl
area. site of which |theProposed
October 2020 10743
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2.3 Biological Resources
Table 2.33
Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur
Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitatf Biological | Habitat within
Common NanFederabtatg Modeled |within the Biologici Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determination
7 developed |1 wildflower field 643.0 acres  |Project would &
fdisturbed | mulefat scrub would be diredless than
habitat q alluvial fan st impacted. Of t|significant.
fifallow { desert woodland 643.0 acres of
agriculture ¢ ine forest impact 0.63
; acres are
fdisturbed  |q cismontane alkal associated wit
:;ZSrZ\rx]vater 1 oak riparian fores the switchyard
f mesquite 1 riparian forest
bosque i riparian scrub
1 Sonoran T squther_n arroyo
mixed wood) willow riparian
and succuler forest
scrub
9 unvegetated
channel
Roosting
(abandoned
building and/o
rocky outcrops
on Round
Mountain; not
guantified)
San Diego  [USFWS: |1 big sagebrus{ montane buckwhThere is 415,8/High potential|Given the large

desert woodraNone scrub scrub acres of occur. There ijamount of hab
(Neotoma lepilCDFW: SSQq desert 1 big sagebrush modeled habit{1,183.2 acres |within the regic
intermed)a  |County: saltbush scrl  scrub within .the m'od'eled habit impacts to
Group 2 and sink scr{y granitic chamise biological within the suitable habita
{l disturbed chaparral cumulative stulProject sitef |associated witl
habitat i chamise chaparr area. which 618.1 |theProposed
1 fallow  nonnative acresvould be|Project would |
; directly less than
q g%rr']zl:gzre g gr::jfe?:}[nsdcrub impacted. Of t1 significant.
: 618.1 acres o
mixed woodyy riparian scrub impact 0.63
and E’”CC“'e’ﬂ disturbed habitat acres are
scru T wildflower associated wit
{ alluvial fan scrub the switchyard
1 desertvoodland
1 southern mixed
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2.3 Biological Resources
Table 2.33
Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur
Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitatf Biological | Habitat within
Common NanFederabtatg Modeled |within the Biologici Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determination
chaparral
1 semidesert
chaparral
Mule deer USFWS: |1 big sagebrug montane buckwhThere is 57,95/0bserved. Th¢Given the largg
(Odocoileus |None scrub scrub acres of is1,342.&cres|amountfchabitg
hemionys  |CDFW: Non|{ desert 1 big sagebrush |modeled habitjof modeled  |within the regid
County: saltbusiscrull scrub W|th|n the habl'[at |n the im_pac'[s to )
Group 2 and sink scri/q nonnative b|olog|cgl Project sifof swtab_le hablt_a
1 developed grassland cumulative stujwhict6430 associated witl
. area. acres would bi{theProposed
T disturbed | mulefat scrub directl Proi d b
habitat o b directly oject wou
T riparian scrub impacted. Of t/less than
Ttallow T disturbed habitat 643.0acres of [significant.
agriculture g wildflower impact 0.10
ffmesquite | eucalyptus acres are
bosque woodland associated wit
{ Sonoran 1 desert woodland the switchyard

mixed woody
and succuler
scrub

T alluvial fan scrub
1 semidesert
chaparral

9 southern mixed
chaparral

Jacumba pock
mouse

(Perognathus
longimembris
internationa)is

USFWS:
None
CDFW: SS{

County:
Group 2

1 big sagebrus
scrub
9 desert

saltbuslscrub
and sink scri
9 disturbed
habitat
9 fallow
agriculture
9 developed
9 Sonoran
mixed woody
and succuler
scrub

1 montane buckwh
scrub

1 big sagebrush
scrub

9 nonnative
grassland

9 mulefat scrub

1 riparian scrub

9 disturbed habitat
9 wildflower

9 eucalyptus
woodland

9 desert woodland
T alluvial fan scrub
1 semidesert

chaparral

There is 69,46
acres of
modeled habit
within the
biological
cumulative stu
area.

High potential
occur. There i
1,209.2 acres
modeletiabital
within the
Project sifef
which 639.4
acres would b
directly
impacted. Of t
639.4 acres of
impact 0.63
acres are
associated wit
the switchyard

Given the large
amount of hab
within the regic
impacts to
suitable habita
associated witl
theProposed
Project would K
less than
significant.
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2.3 Biological Resources
Table 2.33
Permanent Impacts to SpecialStatus Wildlife Species Present within the
Project Site or with High Potential to Occur
Impacts to
Regulatory Modeled
Species Status: Modeled Habitat Biological | Habitat within
Common NanjFederabtate  Modeled |within the Biologic{ Cumulative | Project Site
(Scientific | County of | Habitat within Cumulative Study Study Area and Significance
Name) San Diego|the Project Sit Area Habitat Total| Occurrence | Determination
1 southern mixed
chaparral
1 developed
American USFWS: | Disturbed |fdisturbed habitat|10,086.6 acreqHigh potential|Given the largg
badgerTaxideiNone habitat 1 nonnative of modeled |occur. There ifamount of hab
taxu$ CDFW: SS9 Fallow grassland habitat within 1563.5 acres ofwithin the regig
County: agriculture biological modeled habitimpacts to
Group 2 cumulative stulin theProject |suitable habita
area. site of which |associated witl
494.9 acres |theProposed
would be diredProject would k
impacted. Of t|less than
494.9 acres ofsignificant.
impact 0.10
acres are
associated wit
the switchyard
Invertebrates
Quino USFWS: FE|No model; thigsNo model; this N/A. This N/A. Hilltop anQuino
checkerspot |[CDFW: Non|species was |species was obserspecies is beinsouthwest checkerspot
butterfly County: observed oncgqonce on a hilltop iravoided. corner is beingbutterfly was
(Euphydryas |Group 1 on a hilltop in |the southwest corr| avoided. observed once
editha quino the southwest|with host plants on a hilltop,
corner with holabsent from thdtbj however the
plants absent |and surrounding aj hilltop is being

from the hilltoy
and surroundi
area.

avoided. Giver
the large amou
of habitat withi
the region,
impacts to
suitable habita
associated witl
theProposed
Project would K
less than
significant.

1

mixed woodgrub vegetation communities.

October 2020

Desert scrub modeled habitat includes desert saltbush scrub, desert sink scrub, Sonoran mixed woody an&snocafent scrub, and
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2.3 Biological Resources
Table 2.3
Proposed Oite Mitigation for Impacts to Vegetation Communities and Land Covers (
Habitat Types/
Vegetation Total Mitigation | Mitigation| Conservation| Mitigation Excess
Communities Existing Impacts Ratio Required Easement or (Deficit)
Sensitive Vegetation Communities and Land Covers
Big sagebrush scry 0.26 o} 2:1 0 0 N/A
Desert saltbush 77.39 50.39 2:1 100.78 4.69 (96.09 acres)
scrub
Desert sink scrub 12.43 o} 31 0 12.43 12.43 acres. Appli
excesd2.43 acres
to desert saltbush
scrub deficit
Disturbed freshwat 0.08 o} 31 0 0.08 0.08 acres
marsh
Mesquite bosque 133.61 2.64 31 7.92 126.12 118.20 acres.
Applied excess
24.46 acres to
desert saltbush
scrub deficit, 3.33
acres to tamarisk
scrub deficit, and
90.41 acres fallow
agricultur@aptor
foraging habitat)
deficit
Sonoran mixed 139.34 o} 1:1 0 139.34 139.33 acres.
woody scrub Applied 133.27
acres tdallow
agriculturgaptor
foraging habitat)
deficit
Sonoran mixed 390.34 72.85 1:1 72.85 132.05 59.20 acres. Appli
woody and succule excess 59.20 acre
scrub to desert saltbush
scrub deficit
Tamarisk scrub 211 1.11 31 3.33 0 (3.33 acres)
Unvegetated 10.56 o} 1:1 0 0.78 0.78 acres. Applie
streambed (non 0.78 acres fallow
wetland water of th agricultur@aptor
U.S./state) foraging habitat)
deficit
Subtotal| 766.11 126.99 o} 184.88 415.47 6.86
NonrSensitive Land Covers
Fallow agriculture 508.46 467.63 0.5:% 233.82 9.35 (224.46 acrés)
(raptor foraging
habitat)
Disturbed habitat 55.00 27.27 0 0 10.17 N/A
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2.3 Biological Resources

Table 2.3
Proposed Oite Mitigation for Impacts to Vegetation Communities and Land Covers (

Habitat Types/
Vegetation Total Mitigation | Mitigation| Conservation| Mitigation Excess
Communities Existing Impacts Ratio Required Easement or (Deficit)
Urban/developed 26.00 21.24 0 0 <0.01 N/A
Subtotél| 598.47 516.14 N/A 233.82 19.52 0
Totab | 1,355.58| 643.13 N/A 418.70 435.00 6.86

1 This deficit is mitigated through the preservation of desert sink scrub (12.43 acres), mesquite bosque (24adbraicies), and Son
woody and succulent scrub (59.20 acres).

2 This deficit is mitigatedugh the preservation of mesquite bosque (3.33 acres).

3 May not total due to rounding.

4 Whilefallow agriculture is not defined by Oberbauer or the County, fallaw egigidiéted raptor foraging habitat mitigated at a
0.5:1 mitigation ratibich is the mitigation ratio fenaiive grassland and extensive agrictitidgasture

5 This deficit is mitigated through the preservation of mesquite bosque (90.41 acres), Sonoran mixed woody aodib (133.27 acres
unvegetated streambed(acres).

Table 2.35
Cumulative Impactsi Vegetation Communities
Cumulative Project
Impactqacres) Cumulativénalysis Study Area
Inventory of Total Impacf
Vegetation to Vegetatio
Communities Communitie| Proposeéroject| Total Cumulativg
in the in the Impacts as Impacts as
Cumulative | Propose| Biological Percentage of Percentage of
Analysis | d Project| Cumulative  Total Cumulative Cumulative
Vegetation Study Area | Impacts| Analysis | Cumulativi Analysis Study| Analysis Study
Community? (acres) (acres) | Study Areal Impacts Area Area
Alkali Marsh 87.6 o} o} o} o} o}
Broadleaved Uplary  2,884.1 o} o} o} o} o}
Forest
Chaparral 358,001.7 o} 2,904 2,904 <0.00% 0.826
Chenopod Scrub 1,801.0 50.39 3 52 2. %% 2.8%
Cismontane 25,085.0 o} 98 98 <0.00% 0.39%
Woodland
Closeetone 1135 o} o} o <0.00% <0.00%
Coniferous Forest
Coastal Sage 7,828.1 o} o} o <0.00% <0.00%
Chaparral Transitic
Coastal Scrub 18,887.9 0 9 9 <0.00% 0.05%
Disturbed Habftat 590.2 27.27 105 132.27 4.62% 22.4%
Freshwater Marsh 278.6 o} 2 2 <0.00% 0.72%
General Agriculturg  6,696.3 467.63 2 469.63 6.98% 7.026
Great Basin Scrub 2,147.2 o} 185 185 <0.00% 8.61%
Lower Montane 9,644.1 o} o} o} <0.00% <0.00%
Coniferous Forest
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2.3 Biological Resources
Table 2.3-5
Cumulative Impactsi Vegetation Communities
Cumulative Project
Impactqacres) Cumulativénalysis Study Area
Inventory of Total Impaci
Vegetation to Vegetatio
Communities Communitie| Propose@roject| Total Cumulative
in the in the Impacts as Impacts as
Cumulative | Propose| Biological Percentage of Percentage of
Analysis | d Project| Cumulative  Total Cumulative Cumulative
Vegetation Study Area | Impacts| Analysis | Cumulativi Analysis Study| Analysis Study
Community?2 (acres) (acres) | Study Area| Impacts Area Area
Meadows and See 5,379.5 o} 0 0 <0.00% <0.00%
Mojavean Desert 180.9 o} o} o <0.00% <0.00%
Scrub
NonNative 30.5 o} o} o} <0.00% <0.00%
Vegetation
NonNative 48.4 o} o} o} <0.00% <0.00%
Woodland
Pinon and Juniper 3,014.3 o} 119 119 <0.00% 3.95%
Woodlands
Riparian Forests 7,070.9 o} 0.11 0.11 <0.00% <0.00%
Riparian Scrub 1,415.0 3.75 5 8.75 <0.00% 061%
Riparian Woodlang 143.3 o} 0 0 <0.00% <0.006
Sonoran Desert 6,023.5 72.85 56 128.85 <0.00% 2. 4%
Scrub
Undifferentiated 194.0 o} o} o} <0.00% <0.00%
Open Woodland
Unvegetated Habit 1,728.1 o} 4 4 <0.00% 0.23%
Upper Montane 13,585.2 o} o} o <0.00% <0.00%
ConiferouBorest
Upper Sonoran 3,815.0 o} 29 29 <0.00% 0.77%
Subshrub Scrub
Urban/Developed 11,518.2 21.24 219 240 <0.00% 2.08%
Valley and Foothill|  10,786.8 o} 144 144 0.05% 0.0%%
Grassland,
meadows, herb
communities
Total| 499,048.7 | 643.13 3,886 4,525.61 01 0.9%%

1 The vegetation communities are described within the higher level of their classification categerycfeagarsehns described

under chaparral).

2 Vegetation community categories are based on @betbh2068B classifications.

3 Disturbed Habitat vegetation mapping was acquired frof@0%8hGh¥pacts to Disturbed Habitat are more than the Inventory of
Vegetation Communities in the Cumulative Analysis Study Area because more detailed mapping data is avaiable for the cumu
projects; therefore the acreages are notamalagnilture igicludecdhthis category.
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2.3 Biological Resources

Table 2.36
Recommended Restricted Activity Dates and Setback Distances
by Level of Disturbance for Burrowing Owls

Level of Disturbance (meters)
Location Time of Year Low Medium High
Nesting Sites | April LAugust5 200 500 500
Nesting sites | August Ii€Dctober 15 200 200 500
Nesting Sites | October iflarch 31 50 100 500

SourceCDFG 2012

Table 2.37
Summary of Significant Impacts and Mitigation

Section of
Report Level of
Where Significance
Analysis Is Impact Impacted After
Described Number Resource Impact Type Proposed Mitigation Mitigation

Guideline 4.1: The project would have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat m
candidate, sensitive, or special status kgteclas local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by C
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

4.1.A. The project would impact one or more individuals of a species listed as federally or stateatadadg

2.3.3.2 Impact Bl | Statdisted Direct and indire] M-BI-3 (habitat preservation) Less than
W2 wildlife species M-BH (RMP) significant

(Tricolored

blackbird)

4.1.B. The project would impactsite @opulation of a County List plamtBpecies, or a County Group | ani
species, or a species listed as a state Species of Special Concern [SSC]. Impacts to these species are;c|
however, impacts of less than 5 percent of the individual plants or of thecsensitivédsph a b i t a't
considered less than significant if a biologseallgetermination can be made that the project would not
substantial adverse effect on the lodaktorsyirvival of that plant or animal taxon.

2.3.3.2 Impact Bl | Speciastatus | Temporary direci M-BF1 (biological monitoring Less than
SP1 plants MBI2 (temporary constructi significant
fencing)
2.3.3.2 Impact Bl | Speciastatus | Permanent direq M-BF3 (habitat preservation) Less than
SR2 plants M-BF4 (RMP) significant
2.3.3.2 Impact Bl | Speciastatus | Temporary direci M-BF1 (biological monitoring Less than
WA wildlife MBI2 (temporary constructj significant
fencing)
2.3.3.2 Impact Bl | Speciastatus | Permanent direq M-BF3 (habitat preservation) Less than
W2 wildlife M-BH4 (RMP) significant
MBI5 (nesting bird survey)
2.3.3.2 Impact Bl | Nesting birds | Permanent direq M-BF1 (biological monitoring Less than
W3 MBI5 (nesting bird survey) | significant
2.3.3.2 Impact Bl | Speciastatus | Permanent direq M-BF6 (bat surveys and roog Less than
W4 wildlife (bats) avoidance exclusion) significant
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2.3 Biological Resources
Table 2.37
Summary of Significant Impacts and Mitigation
Section of
Report Level of
Where Significance
Analysis Is Impact Impacted After
Described Number Resource Impact Type Proposed Mitigation Mitigation
4.1.C. The project would impact the lotairtosgrvival of a County List C or D plant species or a County Gr:
species.
2.3.3.2 Impact Bl | Speciastatus | Temporary direci M-BF1 (biological monitoring Less than
SP1 plants MBI2 (temporary constructi significant
fencing)
2.3.3.2 Impact Bl | Speciastatus | Temporary direci M-BF1 (biological monitoring Less than
WAL wildlife MBI2 (temporary constructj significant
fencing)
2.3.3.2 Impact Bl | Speciastatus | Permanent direq M-BF3 (habitat preservation) Less than
W2 wildlife M-BH (RMP) significant
2.3.3.2 Impact Bl | Nesting birds | Permanent direq M-BF1 (biological monitoring Less than
W3 MBS (nesting bird survey) | significant
2.3.3.2 Impact Bl | Speciastatus | Permanent direq M-BF6 (bat surveys and roog Less than
W4 wildlife (bats) avoidance exclusion) significant

4.1.FThe project would result in the loss of functional foraging habitat for raptors. Impacts to raptor fo

considered significant; however, impacts of lepsntent 6f the raptor foraging habitat on a project site nj

considered leswan significant if a biologioaigd determination can be made that the project would not
substantial adverse effect on the lodeaktorsyrvival of any raptor species

2.3.3.2 Impact Bl

W2

Speciastatus
wildlife (raptor
foraging habita

Permanent dired

MBI3 (habitat preservation)
MBH (RMP)

Less than
significant

4.1.G. The project would impact the viability of a core wildlife area, defined as a large block of haketab(ty
more not limited to project boundaoiegh smaller areas with particularly valuable resources may also be ¢
core wildlife area) that supports a viable population of a sensitive wildlife species or supports multiple
Alteration of any portion of a core hahitaintpidle considered less than significant if a biodsgidaligterminatig
can be made that the project would not have a substantially adverse effect on the core area and the sj

23 Impact Bl | Wildlife Temporamjirect | M-BF1 (biological monitoring Less than
WLG1 movement M-BI2 (temporary constructj significant

fencing)
232 Impact Bl | Core wildlife Permanent direq M-BI3 (habitat preservation) Less than
WLG2 area M-BF4 (RMP) significant

4.1.H. The project woulgseandirect impacts, particularly at the edge of proposed development adjacent
existing open space or other natural habitat areas, to levels that would likely harm sensitive species eve
following issues should be adat@ssletermining the significance of indirect impacts: increasing human acc
predation or competition from domestic animals, pests or exotic species; altering natural drainage; ang
and/or nighttime lighting to a levelahbient that has been shown to adversely affect sensitive spec

2.3.3.2 Impact Bl | Speciastatus | Temporary MBLF1 (biological monitoring Less than
SRk3 plants indirect MBI2 (temporary constructj significant
fencing)
MBL7 (biological monitoring
SWPPP)
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2.3

Biological Resources

Table 2.37

Summary of Significant Impacts and Mitigation

Section of
Report
Where

Analysis Is

Described

Impact
Number

Impacted
Resource

Impact Type

Proposed Mitigation

Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

MBI8 (prevention of chemi
pollutants)

M-AQ2(fugitive dust control
plan)

2.3.3.2 Impact Bl

SP4

Speciastatus
plants

Permanent
indirect

MBI3 (habitat preservation)
MBH (RMP)

MBI8 (prevention of chemic
pollutants)

MBI (prevention of invasiv
plant species)
MBI10(O&Msignage
MWEF1 (FPP)

Less than
significant

2.3.3.2 Impact Bl

WS

Speciattatus
wildlife

Temporary
indirect

MBL1 (biological monitoring
MBI2 (temporary constructi
fencing)

MBL5 (nesting bird survey)
MBL7 (biological monitoring
SWPPP)

MBIH11 (noise reduction)
M-AQ?2 (fugitive dust control
plan)

Less than
significant

2.3.3.2 Impact Bl

W6

Speciastatus
wildlife

Permanent
indirect

MBI3 (habitat preservation)
MBH (RMP)

MBI8 (prevention of chemi
pollutants)

MBI (prevention of invasiv
plant species)
MBF10(O&Msignage
MWF1 (FPP)

Less than
significant

4.1.1. The project would impact oc

cupied burrowing owl habitat.

2.3.3.2 Impact Bl

W2

Speciastatus
wildlife
(burrowing owl

Permanent direg

MBI3 (habitat preservation)
MBI5 (nesting bird survey)

Less than
significant

4.1.1L. The project would impact nesting success of the following sensitive bird species through grading
modification, and/or other noise generating activities such as construction: coastal cactus wren, coq

gnatcatcher, | east Bel | 6 sestingnapmocs,groaedting rdpters, gdldenreagle
lightfooed clapper rail.
2.3.3.2 Impact Bl | Speciastatus | Permanent direq MBF3 (habitat preservation) Less than
W2 wildlife (sensiti MB4 (RMP) significant
bird nesting)
2.3.3.2 Impact Bl | Speciastatus | Temporary MBLF1 (biological monitoring Less than
significant
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2.3 Biological Resources

Table 2.37
Summary of Significant Impacts and Mitigation

Section of
Report Level of
Where Significance
Analysis Is Impact Impacted After
Described Number Resource Impact Type Proposed Mitigation Mitigation
WS wildlife (sensitiy indirect MBI2 (temporary constructi
bird nesting) fencing)

MBI5 (nesting bird survey),
MBL7 (biological monitoring
SWPPP)
M-BFLO(O&Msignage
MBF11(noise reduction)
M-AQ?2 (fugitive dust control
plan)
Guideline 4.2: The project would have a substantial adverse effect on riparian habitat or another sensitiv
identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by California Department of Fish and Game
Wildfe Service.

4.2 A. Projentlated grading, clearing, construction, or other activities would temporarily or permanently
native or naturalized habitat (as listed in Table 5 [County of San Diego 2010] excluding those withoutoa
off the project site. This Guideline would not apply to small remnant pockets of habitat that have a den
biological value. No de minimus standard is specified under which an impact would not be significant; ho
to nativer naturalized habitat that is providing essentially no biological habitat or wildlife value can be €ev
by-case basis to determine whether the projected impact may be less than significant. For example, an
naturalized lgmd habitat under 0.1 acres in an existing urban setting may be considered less than signifig
a number of factors). An evaluation of this type should consider factors including, but not limited toiviypé
presence or emtial for sensitive species, relative connectivity with other native habitat, wildlife species g
project vicinity, and current degree of urbanization and edge effects in project vicinity, etc. Just bedtaise
area issolated, for example, does not necessarily mean that impacts to the area would not be significant

An area that is disturbed or partially devel oy
Afstepphnheg er Aarchipelagoo for mig
2.3.33 Impact Bl | Riparian habita| Temporary direc. M-BF1 (biological monitoring Less than
V-1 orsensitive MBI2 (temporary constructj Significant
vegetation fencing)
communities
2.3.33 Impact Bl | Riparian habita] Permanent dired MBF3 (habitat preservation) Less than
V-2 orsensitive M-BF4 (RMP) significant
vegetation
communities

4.2.B. Any of the following will occur to or within jurisdictional wetlands and/or riparian habitatsAasyeTioe]
of Engineers (ACOE), CDFG [now CDFW] and the County of San Diego: removal of vegetation; gradi
diversion of water flow; adverse change in velocity, siltation, volume of flow, or runoff rate; placenant ¢

structures; construction of a road crossing; placement of culverts or other underground piping; any dig
substratum; and/or any activity that may cause an adverse change in native species composition, divers

23.3 ImpacB} | Jurisdictional | Temporary direq MBF1 (biological monitoring L_GSS_, _than
JAR1 resources MBI2 (temporary constructj Significant
fencing)
2.3.33 Impact Bl | Jurisdictional | Temporary MBH1 (biological monitoring Less than
JAR2 resources indirect significant
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2.3

Biological Resources

Table 2.37

Summary of Significant Impacts and Mitigation

Section of
Report Level of
Where Significance
Analysis Is Impact Impacted After
Described Number Resource Impact Type Proposed Mitigation Mitigation
MBI2 (temporary constructi
fencing)
MBL7 (biological monitoring
SWPPP)
MBI8 (prevention of chemic
pollutants)
M-AQ?2 (fugitive dust control
plan)
2.3.3.3 Impact Bl | Jurisdictional | Permanent M-BI3 (habitat preservation) Less than
JAR3 resources indirect MBH (RMP) significant

MBL7 (biological monitoring
SWPPP)

MBI8 (prevention of chemi
pollutants)

MBI9 (prevention of invasiv
plant species)

MWF1 (FPP)

4.2.D. The project would cause indirect ipgptctsarly at the edge of proposed development adjacent to p
existing undeveloped lands or other natural habitat areas, to levels that would likely harm sensitive hal
term. The following issues should be addressed imgé¢tarsignificance of indirect impacts: increasing huma
increasing predation or competition from domestic animals, pests, or exotic species; altering natural deai
noise and/or nighttime lighting to a level above anhaigethiatshown by the best available science to adver

the functioning of sensitive habitats.

2.3.3.3 Impact Bl | Riparian habital Temporary MBL1 (biological monitoring Less than
V-3 orsensitive indirect MBI2 (temporary constian | significant
vegetation fencing)
communities MBH7 (biological monitoring
SWPPP)
MBI8 (prevention of chemic
pollutants)
M-AQ?2 (fugitive dust control
plan)
2.3.3.3 Impact Bl | Riparian habita) Permanent MBI3 (habitat preservation) Less than
V-4 orsensitive indirect M-BH (RMP) significant
vegetation MBL7 (biological monitoring
communities SWPPP)
MBI8 (prevention of chemi
pollutants)
MBI9 (prevention of invasiv
plant species)
MWF1 (FPP)
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2.3 Biological Resources
Table 2.37
Summary of Significant Impacts and Mitigation

Section of

Report Level of

Where Significance
Analysis Is Impact Impacted After
Described Number Resource Impact Type Proposed Mitigation Mitigation

Guideline 4.3: The project would batsstantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined b
of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct

hydrological interruption or other means.

2334

Impact Bl
JARL,
Impact
JAR2, and
Impact Bl
JARS

Jurisdictional
resources

Temporary direc|
andtemporary
and permanent
indirect

MBI1 (biological monitoring
MBI2 (temporary constructi
fencing)

MBI3 (habitat preservation)
MBH (RMP)

MBL7 (biological monitoring
SWPPP)

MBI8 (prevention of chemic
pollutants)

MBI9 (prevention of invasiv
plant species)

M-AQ?2 (fugitive dust control
plan)

MWFRF2 (CFPP)

Less than
significant

Guideline 4.4: The project would irgetfetantially with the movement of a native resident or migratory fisk
species, or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of natese w

4.4.A. The project would impede wilchiés &0 foraging habitat, breeding habitat, water sources, or other arg

for their reproduction.

2.3.35 Impact Bl | Wildlife Temporary direci M-BF1 (biological monitoring Less than
WLCGL movement MBI2 (temporary constructi significant
fencing)
2.3.35 Impact Bl | Wildlife Permanent direq MBI3 (habitat preservation) Less than
WLG2 movement MBH4 (RMP) significant
2.3.35 Impact Bl | Wildlife Temporary MBLF1 (biological monitoring Less than
WLG3 movement indirect M-BI2 (temporary constructi significant
fencing)
MBI5 (nesting bird survey)
MBL7 (biological monitoring
SWPPP)
MBI11(noise reduction)
4.4.B. The project would substantially interfere with connectivity between blocks offuabitts|lgrbAamzKcbr
substantially interfere with a local or regional wildlife corridor or linkage.
2.3.35 Impact Wildlife Permanent direq MBI3 (habitat preservation) Less than
WLG2 movement M-BH (RMP) significant
4.4.C. The project would cestifiecial wildlife corridors that do not follow natural movement pattern
2.3.35 Impact Wildlife Permanent direq M-BI3 (habitat preservation) Less than
WLG2 movement M-BF4 (RMP) significant
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2.3

Biological Resources

Table 2.37

Summary of Significant Impacts and Mitigation

Section of
Report Level of
Where Significance
Analysis Is Impact Impacted After
Described Number Resource Impact Type Proposed Mitigation Mitigation

behavi

4.4.D. The project would increase noise

and/orliggtittgrie a wildlife corridor or linkage to levels likely to 4
or of the animals identified irsjpesiiiic analysis of wildlife movement.

2335

Impact
BF
WLG3

Wildlife
movement

Temporary
indirect

MBIH11 (noise reduction)

Lesghan
significant

4.4.E. The project does not maintain a

n adequate width

for an existing wildlife corridor or linkage and
constrain an already narrow corridor.

2.3.35 Impact Wildlife Permanent direq MBI3 (habitat preservation) Less than
WLG2 movement M-BH4 (RMP) significant

4.4.F. The project would create artificial wildlife corridors that do not follow natural movement p
2.3.35 Impact Wildlife Permanent direq MBI3 (habitat preservation) Less than
WLG2 movement M-BF4 (RMP) significant

Guideline 4.5: The project would conflict with one or more local policies or ordinances protecting bioloasc
a tree preservation policy or ordinance, and/or would conflict with the prdeisieddaftéataConservation Pl
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional or state habitat conserv

4.5.C. The project will impact any amount of wetlands or sensitive habitat lands as outlin€udtettimiRes

Ordinance (RPO).

2.3.3.6 Impact Bl | Sensitive habiti Permanent direq M-BF3 (habitat preservation) Less than
W2 lands (occupied M-BI5 (nesting bird survey g significant
burrowing owl take avoidance surveys)
habitat)
4.5.G. The projaatuld preclude connectivity between areas of high habitat values.
10.2.7 Impact ¥2 | Sensitive habiti Permanent direq M-BF3 (habitat preservation) Less than
lands (occupied M-BF5 (nesting bird survey @ significant
burrowing owl take avoidance surveys)
habitat)
4.5.J. The project would reduce the likelihood of survival and recovery of listed species in the
2.3.3.6 Impact Bl | Statdisted Direct and indire] MBI-3 (habitat preservation) Less than
W2 wildlife species M-BF4 (RMP) significant
(Tricolored
blackbird)

4.5.K. The project would result in the killing of migratory

birds or destruction of active

migratory bird n

(Migratory Bird Treaty Act).
2.3.3.6 Impact Bl | Nesting birds | Permanent direq M-BF1 (biological monitoring Less than
W3 MBI5 (nesting bird survey) | significant
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